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Chaptoer 1

Backeround and lvpothesos

Brict Buokeround of Study

o our original study (1908-19663, we atlonpted to identily and

characterize the extromes of our pupil porulation (in the Instibute's
special enrichment programs in soveral Harlem clementavy public scheools)--

.

that is, those who profit from compensatory aducabion and those who do
not--in terms of various psychosocial pavameters. Towerd this end we

developed an instrument of family asscssment involving a Tamily inter-

view with as many members of the family present as possible, and a sex

of rating scales to assess the communicational and cognitive style of
its members. These methods differ from more conventional methods in
their focus on family memwbers' interaction with ons another and in thein
focus on lancuage and communicationall processes.

In our original proposal, we outlined some important educational

implications of this investigation, stemming From & basic consideration:

=

why are some children, regardless of initial lgvels off geneval ability,

unable (or less able) to profit from, *to use, to absorb from, educa-

tinonal programs designed for them as the Y"target™ nopulotion? Why are
other (equally disadvantaged) chil-lren sathle {or move abla) te grin, de-
spite similarities in cultural Lackground and ethnic status to thalt of
the lower gainers? We thought, pernape, rthet we had bh2on locking at
possibly important variables in the wroug way cr nuchaps that we had
not been teusing out the significant variables.

It was the overall purpose of this investigation to look at Lfamily
systems, family interactions, and individual childeen's behavior [rom

a point of view, a framcwork, that subsumes counitive and commntaicational

(.1.(}3
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style vavioblies in ways which diidfer fron the Pramewonrk of mowo tradi-

tional moethods,  The overall hypolhesis off this research welales to the
possibility that Lfamily "systems" ond "milicus"--viewed in terms ol how
TFamily members communicate witl, and scend "messages™ to one anolther
(their characteristic commnicational style)--may provide various kinds
of perspectives and "rules of behavior" Lhat become internalized Ly the
school-going members, Turther, we are hypothesizing that thesc perspec-
tives mediate (enhance or curtail) the children's abilities to listen,
attend, conceptualize, sit still, etc.--abilities which ére vrucial to
lcarning situations, be they formal or infcrmal. (In the design of our
research, however, we had not ruled out tLhe possibility that other, mowe
""conventional™ sociological and psychological variables may also play an
important role in determining achievemenl-status, and indeed, we included
such variables in our interview schedule.)

To achieve our purposes, we developed a family interview for use
with families in a group situation, which encourages all members of the
family to participate. This interview afforded one or more raters the
opportunity (we uced two rater-interviewers) to rate the family system
for commmicational and cognitive level on scales we developed on the
basis of extensive pilct-testing. We also developed (and had pilot-
tested) behavioral tasks for small groups of children which permitted
the relevant comnunicational and cognitive behaviors to emerge--behav-
iors which were rated clong the came scales noted above., We isolated
groups of children in the Institute’s demonstration classes in Harlem
elementary schools who were regarded as high gainers and low gainers in
terms of saeveral criteria (independently of initial IQ levels), and

attempted to relate varicus socio-psychologzical, bhackground,

(2
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comnuiricational, ond coenitive slyle variables to the stoltus ol Lthe
child~~hiuh or Low--in terms ol his abilily to prolit from the cnviched
ceducational pvogrdm in which he had pariicipated for scveral years.
Appendix A of the current reporl, which ie the Final Report for
Interim Rescarch leriod (1968-1969), summarizes the Lirst phase of
this reseorch, while the currcent rcporlt completes and brings up Lo date
the methods and [indings in connection with the remainder of the re-
search for bokh years (L968-1969) and (1969-1970). The Appendix thus
presents a summnary of most of the first year's work. This includes: a
description of the first year's sample (the two pupil-extremes identified
as high zainers and low gainers on the basis of two oriteria); the de-
velopment and pilot-testing of the Ffamily interview; the development and
pilot-testing of cognitive style ratings; and the development and pilot-
testing of cognitive style sessions in which the index children were
carefully observed in small-group sessions allowing their commmicational
and language behavior to be rated by the observer-raters with no prior
knowledge as to whether S was a "high'" or a "low." The major portion of
the first year's work was thus devoted to developing reliable inter-
viewing techniqueé for assessing the family members' communicational
style as wall as for yielding conventional parameters, and in the
training of interviewer-raters in the conducting of the interview and in
making the reguired ratings. The developmerit of the behavioral tasks
for the ccgnitive shyle sessions also required ménths of research
activit§ during the first year, and The assessment of the reliability
of all procedures exployed also involved nuch time. Appendix A des-
cribes these antivities in detail as did various Progress Reports

during fthis . csearch period.

(3
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Also raeperted in Appendix A arn‘findings in connection with the
relationship of the high-low status ol the S§s and their rated behavion
in the cognitive style sessions. In general, as this veport shows, the
reliability of the ratings in the cognitive style scssions was high,
But our expectatious thal Llhere would bhe a positive correlation between
"high™ and "low" status as defined by the two longitudinal criteria and
cognitive style ratings based on behavior in the oogﬁitive style sessions
were not borne oult. That is, those $s who increased most on a given
measure (MA or vocabulary score), the high gainers, did not tend to be
rated "good" in cognitive and communicational style in the behaviocral
sessions; and those Ss who increased least on a given measure did not
tend to be rated "poor" in cognitive style :din the hchaviorai sessions.

The current (final) report summarizes our research activities and
findings from the Toregoing point to the end of our funded activities.
This includes not only a presentation and summary of all findings in
connection with the first.year’s work not already summarized in Appendix
A, but also, @& complete and detailed presentation of the second year's
work which consists of a replication and cross-validation with a new and
equivalent sample of the interview and rating procedures and some addi-

tional correlative explorations.

General ijeotives and Expectations of Second Year's Work

As already noted, in our attempts to identify and characterize the
extremes of our pupil population--that is, those who profit from compen-
satory education and those who do not--in terms of various psychosocial
parameters, we developed an instrument of fumily assessment involving a
family (group) interview schedule and a set of rating scales. These

methods differ from more conventional methods in their focus on language
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and communicat:iional processes, and iﬁ their focus on famil& members!
interaction with one another. We continued this rescarch in The sccond
year with a new, bul equivalent pupil population in onder to replicate
and cross-validate the cpecially developed fanily intervicew schedule and
cognitive and communicational ratings procedures in an altltenplt to see if
the same variables or sets of variables continued to distinguish the high
gainers and the low gaincrs. The second year's work gave us, in addi-
Tion, an opportunity to explowre sevcral collateral variables thought to
he of significance in understanding the dilferences bheltween those
children who have gained and those who have made little progress.

One of our major long range objecltives is to plan relevant and fo-
cused educational. and remedial straltegies in the light of our findings.
Another long range objective is to offer the professional community some
techniques for assessment and prediction thatl are highly approprizte Cor
disadvantaged, urban children, specifically: an instrument of family
assessment, a set of rating scales for language and communicational
styles, and a method for measuring self-concepts (actually, we adaptled
for use an already developed method), for which there will have been
accwmilated substantial reliability and validity evidence. An additional
objective is concerned with the eventual possibility of being able to
predict the future academic status of such children as are represented
by our sample in terms of various family, commmicational, language, and
related variables. 1In the second year's work, thus, we were particularly
interested in exploring lancuage variables in our population.

Specific GCoals of Sccond Year's Work

Because of cxlTensive pilot-testing efforts in the first year's

work in the development of the home interview schedule, the tasks for
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the bebavioral scsgions, and the ruting scales, as well as in the Train-
ing of experimenters with these 'tr:ellil:i.tILles, we were unable to explore |
scveral collateral, related variables that we Cthought might Le of sonﬁ
significance in understanding, and cventually planning educational and 1
remedial strategies with regard to, the characteristics of Liigh and low
gainers in our enriclmeni program. Turther, we were dissatisliad with
available tecchniques for measuring the self-concepts and sell-perceptions
of our subject population--relevant arcas of investigation about which

we had made no rescavch plans in the first year's woprk. .In sddition,

since various aspects of language and communication play a key role in

our research, we were interested in exploring these behaviors through

other (standardized) instruments. And finally, as noted, we were of the
strong belief that unless we could replicate and cross-validalte our pro-
cedures, we could say little about their possible usefulness for predic-

tive purposes in our own, as well as other (similar) populations.

(1) Selection of pestnality and self-concept measure. In the light
éf failures of general personality instruments, both of the projective
(see Zubin, Lron. & Schumer, 1965) as well as the paper-and-pencil test
variety, to predict academic pérformance, as contrasted to the overall
success of measuring instruments that deal more specifically with self-
concepts_and self-perceptions~--see next chapter which reviews some of
this material--we have decided to evaluate our sample with a ltechnique
that appears both reliable and relevant (for our sample) in assessing
various dimensions of the Ss' attitudes toward self, As cur review guitc
specifically suggests, the Migssouri Children's Picture Series (MCDS)

seemed most: appropriate for this purpose.

(6)



(2)  Language behavior--The TlLlinods Test of Psyeholinoudstioe

—

{ Abilities (FLTA). Because, as indicated, we had pul our major Lipst

efforts into developing complex technigues for oliciting, observing, and
rating communicational and language styles of our population, we could
not introduce other, available technigues which attempt to measure some
of the behaviors in which we are interested. Our concern was in discov-
ering whether scores derived from relevant instruments would, on the one
hund, relate to the various family variables we have isolated and rated,
and, on the other hand, to self-concept vaviables as determined by the
MCPS. We were also concerned, of course, wiih determining whether ITPA
variables would bear any relationship o status (high or low) in terms
of the gains made by our subject population at school. VWe selected

the ITPA (described :in the next chaplter when related research is reviewed)
not only because of our successful experiences with this instrument, but
also because it was developed from a theoretical model which subsumes
some of the samé commuiicational variables as thoée in which we are
interested.

(3) Cross-validation of the family interview schedule and rating

scales. We anticipated that many of our interview items as well as
ratings would be related significantly to the g’s achievement status as
defined by relative gains in our enrichment program. If this were so,
a necessary methodclogical step was nedessary~~replicate our interview

procedures with a similar sample to sce if, indeed, the same variables

or sets of variables and ratings hold up in differentiating the sample.
The cross-validation step is rarely taken in much of personalily, cduca-

tional, and sociopsychological research., Sampling errors, crrors ol

et

measurement, and various other chance and extrancous faclors often lower

o | .
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the predictive strength of an instrument. Thcrefupe, unloss this step
is taken, the ingtrument developer cannmot report that the tecbniguoes hoe
developed will "hold up™ with similar samples; he dis in cevelr @ more pre-
carious position with regard to differvent samples or dissimildw samplLos,
The point is--and this point is Teequent:y stressed but only infrequently
Followed by many rescarchers--that failuve to take the nexlt (cross-val-
idational) step often creates the discouraging situation in which the
researcher simply cannot make statements about the proadictive effec-
tiveness of his instrument or research method. The "second round™ of
research, then, is the crucial "round" from the behavioral scientist's
point of view.

Successful ecross-validation of our methods will provide us with an
excellent opportunity to offer to the prbfessional community a Family
interview schedule and a set of rating scales which can be used to ohsenve
family members in interaction as well as children in interaction with one
another. Such fools and instruments might bhe extfemely uselful for pur-
poses of prediction, for planning educational and remedial methods, and
for providing standardized methods for evaluation, diagnosis, and research
to other workers in the field. Turther, through replication and cross-
validation of our methods, we will bhe in a position to confirm or dis-
confirm not only our overall hypotheses relating to achievement and
family communicational systems and milieus, but also to clarify more
specific issues concerning the relationship of a variety of family demo-
graphic and interactive variables to school status.

Summary of Qverall Proccdures ol Second Year's Work

From the 1968-1969 group of third-graders in the Institute’s

Harlem public school demonstration classes, after having eliminnted

®)
io




O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

relatively recent "Lillews" Lo insuré a sample with muximum axposure o
the enrviclment program, a sumple'wam selectod on the basis ol gains on
the Stanford-Binet and the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test. Gains wewne
delfined as increments from an initial point (threc years prior) to a
later point in time. These two pupil extremes (high and Low), then, were
characterized by: (a) familial and background factors as well as ratings
of "Family systems! as 1o commnicational and cognitive style (obiained
by trained interviewers going into the homes working with reliable, ohb-
servational methods and rating technigues); this aspect 6f the research
enabled us to replicate and cross-validate our specially developed family
interview and rating procedures); (b) personality mecasures as determined
by the Missounri Children's Picture Series; and (¢) language behavior as
defined by scores on the Illinois Test of Psycholinguistic Abilitﬁas..
Needless to say, careful consideration was given to reliability explora-
tions at all steps of our investigation. Findings in connection with
reliability are'réported in a subscquent chapter.

Sumnary of Overall Rationale for This Investigation

The nation's schools, especially those in the major cities, have-
had several years of experience with various types of demonstration pro-
grams, compensatory projects, and innovative educational procedures de-
signed to make inroads into the overwhelming pattern of educational dis-
ability and underachicevement that characterizes millions of disadvantaged
children from the ghettos. Explorations with different techniques, class-
room procedures, and modification of conventional teacher roles and
attitudes has been extensive, apparently with varying degrecs of success.

Enrichment programs, no maitter how high the motivational intent of

the teacher or how imaginative and innovative they may be, do not affcct

©)
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all children in the same way, Those‘whu fail to improve, ovr who do not

( _ malke the swme strides in achicvement as do thoeir disadvantaged peers, may
ultimately comprise a group ol genuine failures in the communitics and
in the schools. Who are these children? Might they become, cvenlkuully,
the anomic, the delinguent, the deopout, the marginal youngster growing
into the marginal adull, who never [inds his place or role in society?
We are now ready to take a harder look at some of the failures or rela-

tive failurcs in a specceial compensatory setting.

The next chapter presents an overview of research related to the
general arca of our investigation. Chapter 3 describes the sample em-
ployed in the second year's (veplicative) reseawch. Chapter H presents
our methods and procedures as well as reliability information with re-

gard to the MCPS and the ITPA, while Chapter 5 does the same, in consid-

LamnlN

erable detail, for the rating scales and both Form I and Form II of the
Family interview. The remaining chapters present detailed findings and

discussion of findings based on intensive cdata analyses.

Q . (10)
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Chaptonr ¢

1

Related Rescarch
Our original proposal surveys (albeit briefly) the vast Litcrature
on achievement and some of its correlates. We will not repeat that re-
view, but will instead, ofter a briel summiry of its contents supple-
mented by mention of more recent recports in the general area of achieve-
ment, focus specifically on researches related to some of the technigues
and content relevant to the work in the last year of bur investigation,
This includes researches that involve explorations of the relationship
between acliievement and various measures of self.-concept, ard a brief
review of the literature describing the specific techniyue we used in
this area--The Missouri Childrents Picture Series (MCI'S); and recent
work with the Illinois Test of Psycholinguistic Abilities including a

description of this instrument and its subtests,

Achicvement--General. Survey

The review of related research in last year's proposal indicated
that acudemic achievement (as defined by various measures) has heen re-
lated to different types of personality variables including motivation,
self-concept (see next section of the current review), anxiety, con-
formity, neuroticism, and the like (see Taylor 1719657 and Tuel & Wursten
/1965/ for reviews of some of this literature). Achievement has also
been related to such variables as sociometric status and choices
(Teigland, et al., 1966), listening ability (Legge, 1967), and physical
mobility of the family (Levine, Wesolowski, & Corbett, 1966). More
recent research has continued.to explore correlates of academic achieve-

ment with regard to similar variables, Ffor example, anxiety (ulroy, 1968),

1. . . . . . . .
This review is taken mainly from the Proposal for Continuation ol Re=-

scarch, submitted by the Principal Investigators in April, 1909,
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as well as otheoer individual traits and characteristics suceh as alloen-

Tional skills (Labaderne, 1968), daydreaning behavior (Wagman, 1968),

and whether the student pursues individual or group goals in decision-

nmaking (Wyewr, 1968).

As Tor backeround and family variubles, we have already noted that
various reseurches have explorced the relationship beltween high or low
achievement and parental attitudes and behaviors as well as perception
of parent-child relationships (Bayley & Schacler, 196H; Christnpheuv,
1966; and Shaw, 1964), Because of relevance to our reseérch, special
note was also made of studics employing lower-class samples that dealt
with family variables and achievement (Crescimbeni, 1964; Levine, Veso~
lowski, & Corbett, 1966; Mackie, Maxwell, & Rafferty, 1967; and Vosk,
1966) ., More recently, Sewell and Shah (1968) attempted o demonstrate
the ‘close relationship between parents?® education and the achievemcnt
of their» children (with fathers and mothers and boys and girls held
separately) ; and Blau (L968) is currently attempting o identify the
different socialization techniques of mothers with high- and low-
achieving children,

A related project, extremely relevant to our own study, was re-
ported by Powell (1968). This author attempted to describe certain
characteristics of disadvantaged children, divided into groups that
were distinguished on the basis of ability Lo cope successfully with
school experiences. An initial pool (predominantly Negro) of 687
Tirst-grade children (drawn from inner city Buffalo schools) was ad-
ministered the vocabulary section of the Gates-MacGinitie Reading Test
(Primary A, Form 1). The thirty-one Ltop-scoring pupils were designated

high achievers. A group designated as average achievers was matchoed

—_
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to the hivh-achieving sroup on the chiS o sex, chronological aue,

{ verbal intclligence (as measurced by the Peabody Pictuwre Vocabuliuy
Test), and presence in the same classroom,  On the basis ol scveral
measures of asscssmoent, which included a parvent-pupil-teacher guoes-
tionnaire, the authors soughl to confimrm or disconfivrm various hypo-
theses, Their negutive Lindings wenre that reading performance wus
not reclated to presence of both parents in the home, occupaktion of the
head of the houschold, Family income, educuational baulground of the
parents, or child rcaring attitudes of the parents. Positive findings
were: reading bcrfovmance was related fto the nunber of siblings in
the home (the majority of Tamilies with high achievers contained no
more than three children, while the majority cf Families of averuge
achievers contained four to six children); and reading performance was
ralated to the possession of daily newspapers (in the homes of high
achievers).

The foregoing study did not produce many significant findings.

We should note, however, that this study, as well as many others des-

cribed above, did not stress the kinds of familial and communicational
variables with which we are concerned. Exceptions can be found in

Vosk (1966) and R, Cohen (1968). The latter author worked with sixteen-
and seventeen-year-olds in an exploration of the conceptual styles of
low SES children and the relationship of these styles to school success.
He wished to "explain'" the inability of low-income children to mect

the demands of school in terms of certain socially induced learning
characteristics. The author measured Yconceptual styles™ cre broadly
than in the present studys; this included various cognitive, language,

( and social modes of handling different perceptual and abstract materials,

" ' (13)
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wid interpersonal. situation$. Using a varicty ol measures, wund through
Factor analytic methods, the outhor was able to identify responsc-lLypes
by which good achievers and poor achicvers could he characterized. An
impressive number of overlapping consideralbions in the lantcec and
communications measures that Cohen used is found when his specific var-
iables are comparcd to ours--espccially in terms ol the robting scales

we are using in evaluating the subjecls and their Lfamilies in the hehav-
ioral and interview situations,

Studlies that have attempted to evaluate the success of various pre-
school programs arc continuing to be mreported in the Literature. We
have alrcady noted that some reports huave demonstreted gains on 1Q mea-
sures and various other ability or achievement measures (e.g., Capobianco,
19673 Douglas & Ross, 196Y4; Goldstein & Chorost, 1966; and Seidel,
Barkley, & Smith, 1967) while others (e.g., Blatt & Garfunkel, 1967)
have reported no clearcult conclusions as to the extent ow qualilty of
change, Reccntly, Beller (1968) demonstrated that preschool experiences
of disadvantaged children, whether nursery or kindergarten, resulted in
higher grades in a variety of school subjects. Pitts (1968). however,
found that length of preschool attendance of disadvantaged children was
not related to academic readiness but rather to such personality charac-
teristics as independence, cooperation, and dependability, while Larson
and Olson (19G68) reported that an experimental kindergarten program
with disadvantaged children had only a short term effect on subsaequant
achievement,

Our survey of the litercature indicates that althcough a nulltiplicity
of variables have been successinlly related to school uchicvement, re-

sulte are by no means counsistent, nor have studics specifically concerned

N2
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with the relationship of familiul commnicatrional aud conceplual. style

variables to achievement as identified Lonuitudinglly (wains or Lack of
gains) din enpichment programs bheen repowited,  Turther, there is hy no
means consistent agreoment that preschool enrichment progeans have boon
successtul in maintaining hicher levels of achievenent Tthan would be
the case without such progroms. Derhaps the current orientalion, which
recognizes the possible Signifjcanée off individual diiferences in
learning styles wnong the disadvantaged population itself, provides a
more realistic model for evaluation research, in thal it allows Lorv
differential efflfectiveness of intevventive procedures amony members ol
the targelt populatlion,

Finally, we should mention that there has bheen increased intercet
in the relationship of achievement o social cluss status, and Tthalt an
snereesingly larger rumber of such researches has been based on preschool
o1 elementary school samples {c.g., Gill, Herdtner, & Lough, 1968; und
MeGlathery, 1968) in contrast to explorations based on college samples.,

Achicvement and Self-Concept

There is growing cvidence (althougn this is not always consistently
confirmed--see, for exanple, Fennimore KIQGQ7; and Mchaniel 4i96§7) that
achievement or success in scliool is related to various aspects of selfl-
concept, (See Bhatnagar éTQGQ? for a review of studies which relate
school success Tto sclf-concept measures;) We should note that the con-
struct, self~concept, is measured by a variety of technivucs and methods
with a Qide range of psychometric characteristics wilh regard to such
criteria as okjectivity and reliability. TFor example, behavior rating
scales, questionnaires, adjective checklists, the semantic differential

technique, projechive deawings, and sentence completion methods, among
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others, hiave been cmployed in vavious attempts to relate academic
achicvement to sell-concepts; such tochnigues inveolve a differant scel ol
scoring principles, various kinds of assumptions, and difFevent dcgrécs
of reliability. (See Bledsoe, LY6i; Bruck & Bodwin, 1962, 1963; Tvwvin,
19675 O'Hara, 1966G; and Stillwell, 1906).

Further, we should add that many studies in this aeas are LAsed
neither on younger children nor on a disadvantaged popnlatici. There
are exceptions, of coursce, such as Tthce research of Lourenso, Grecnbeng,
and Davidson (1965). | |

With older students, some studiés were able to demonstrate o« wela-
Lionship hetween "academic" self-concept (thatl is, attitudes toward
sclf with regard to school, one's own lecrning ability, and the like)
and achievement (Mulliken, 19C6; Payne, 1962), while others could not
(Gustav, 1962). n these studies., differenlt techniques were used to
measure self-concept; the discrepant findings might be due to differ-
ences in the measures usedo

More often, the researches reported have related "non-academic™
self-concept to achievement. DMany of these studies have found positive
relationships (e.g., with children, Fink, 1962; Hughes, 1968; and
Peppin, 1963; and with high school. students, Shaw, Ldson, & Bell, 1960;
Shaw & Alves, 1963). Using the Q-sort method with high school students
Quimby (1L967) found that the self-ideal relationship among achievers
was significantly higher than that of the underachiever, and that
the underachiever had significant differences between his self and
ideal self-concepts on many more statements than did the achiever.

Bavrett (1.957) worked with thirty-two gitted elementary school




chiildeen (debined by scoves on the Nelson Advanced Tost) who wore di-
{ vidaed into achicver and nonachicver groups on the bhusis of acadumic

achievement, They woere given subjective scales to rale, and were wslso
assicned ratings by guidance counselors, The Findinges dndizoted that
the achievers came closer to the guidanze counselors™ concepltions of
the well-integrated personality, and that they showed greater feelings
of worth and ability tb persist in the face of difficulty, thiun Aid
the nonachievers,

Shaw, Ddson, and Bell (1960) studied junior and senior high school
students. Usiﬁg the Sarbin Adjective Checklist-~in which the subjeot
chooses those adiectives characteristic ol himself--they Found general
confirmation ox Barrett's findiugs concerning differences in self-con-
cepts hetween achievers and underachievcer. They found, howaver. that
male underachicvers showed more negative feelings alwut themsclves than
did the male achievers, but that female underachievers showed more amhiv-
alence in the féelings regarding themselves than did famale achievers,

. Using a checklist of trait names (Self-Appraisal Scale) developed
in another study Davidson & Lang, 1960), Davidson and Greenberg (L9067)

studied the relationship between achievenent and self-concept in a

group of elementary school disadvantaged children.. When component fac-
tors of the checklist were analyzed, it was found that high achievers
were significantly more positive about themselves with regard to per-
sonal and social qualities and in academic competence than low achievers; ‘
at the same time, however, low achicvers rated themselves as favorably |
as the high achievers in nonintellectual activities. The authors stated ‘
that the feelings of sell-competence so essential to achicvement func-
( : tioning were probalily rolated to the avcas in which the child had been

.
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successliul and that it is Likely thuf the school can nurture positive
sell-image through success in learning experiences.

Payne and Varquhar (1962), employing a different type of sell-con-
cept measuring. instrument (one which required their teachers to rate
brief phrases in describing the Ss as students), also Tound that it was
possible to derive items which significantly disceriminated between under-
achieving and overachieving students.

It shonld also be noted that various measures of* self-concept have

been related to reading success. Indced, Lamy (L965) suggested that

the self-perceptions of young children may not only be associated with
but actually may be causally related to reading achievement. Self-con-
cept measures have even begn successfully used as a predictor of later
reading success in young children (Wattenberyg & Cliffbrd, 1964y,

Various interventive methods have also hcen employed in attempts
to explore the relat:ionship hetween achievement and self-concept. " Short-
term counseling of the parents of underachievers had little effect on
the underachievers' self-concept or achievement (Southworth, 19606), '
whereas small group counseling with the students themselves resulted in
gains in acﬁievement (Gilliland, 1968). A summer enrichment program,
primarily with an academic emphasis, was not found to change self-concept
orleven to raise acadecmic performance (Brown, 1968).

There is some evidence (but not consistent) that self-concept var-

iables are related to social class. Crosswait (1967) reported that two

subgroups of a low socioeconomic sample of Negro fifth~ and sixth-graders
could bhe identified on the bhasi«¢ of iffering sell-concepts and that
this dis; vivetion was relacced to whether or not the [wnitic~ from which

they came were economically depressed or economically sufficient.

Qo : (18)
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Kerensky (1967), however, reported no significant differences in self-

concept measures between a large sample of third- to sixth-graders from
low socioeconomic areas and a sample From the general population. '
In general, thc evidence does suggest sume relationship between
sociocultural variables and self-concept variables, and achievement and
éelf—concept variables, although these relutionships are by no means

clearcut.

The Missouri Children's Picture Series: Assessment of Personality and

-Self-Concept

Because we were interested iﬁ stﬁdying self-concepts in relationship
to the independence dimension in our sample, we had explored various
possibilities for self-concept assessment in our particular population.
We had decided, after some consideration, to explore the possibility of
developing a technique based on Q-sort mefhodology, and presented a de-
tailed account of relevant literature (concerning objectivity, reli-

ability, and ease of admiﬁistration) in the Prqpbsal for Continuation

pf Research, submitted in April, 1969. We introduced that section by

describing some methodological considerations coneerning the measurement
of self-concept, and indicated that Bennett (1964), Cronbach and Meehl
(1955), Crowne and Stephens (1961), and Payne and Farquhar (1962) have
all cqnsidered sgveral problems in operationally defining self-concept.
Benﬁett (op. cit.), in a review of several studies, reported that
existing techniques for measuring self-concepts were vulnerable to a
nunber of criticisms. Among these are the subjectivity of the checklist,
the difficulty of consistency in scoring an answer to an open-ended
question, and the arbitrary labeling of clusters derived from factor-

analytic methods.

(19)
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In the proposal for continuation research noted above, it was ob-

served that only one study had béeu reported in which the Q--sort instru-
ment was employed with a young, elementery schenl (third-grade) sample
(Bennett, 1964)., As described in the literatuire (Nunnally, 1959;
Stephenson, 1953; Wittenbowvn, 1961} this techwique has been widely and
éuccessfully used with older student populations (Quimby, 1967) and
adult populations (Medinnus, 1961; Rogers & Dymond, 1954; Walker, 1968).
In the present attempt to explore the possibility of employing Q-
sort methodology with disadvantaged third-graders, Varioﬁs problems arose
which precluded the development of a reliable instrument. In our pilot-
phase experiences, for example, we observed that children at this grade
level do not readily understand the instructions required for performqnce.
This appeared specifically.to involve the children's difficulty in
clearly understanding fundamental relationships required for performance.
Additional problems involving reading levels as well as the pure mechan-
ics of administration of this particular instrument required too expen-
sive a pilot investigation in the light of the time limits of the study.
Because of our major concern with item-difficulty as related to

reading comprehension levels of the subjects, an instrument, The Missouri

Children's Picture Series (Sines, Pauker, & Sines, 1967) seemed relevant

to our exploratory aime. Our pilot investigation of various possibil-
ities led us to adopt this instrument ﬁhich is an objective, nonverbal,
enjoyable test situation designed for easy admiuistration and scoring.
It consists of 238 simpie line drawings, each on a 3" by 5" card. Admin-
istered individually, the MCPFS reguires the subject to place each picture
into one of two piles: looks-like-fun or does-not-look-like-fun. The

standard administration and scofing procedures presented by the test-
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developers were followed, permitting'the investigators to écore for
each subscale of the instrument..

The MCPS has been examined quite rigorously for reliability and
validity purposes (Sines, Pauker, & Sines,1968). Yor examplé, each sub-
scale has been examined for internal consistency and stability. Further-
hore, extensive research has been carried out exploring the validity of
the instrument (Baker, 1969; L'Abate &.Hosford, 1967; Owen, 1968; and
Sines, Pauker, Sinesg & Owen, 1969). ' Criterion measures have ranged from
checklist data supplied by parents to institutional and ;linically rele-
vant behavior dimensions., The following subscales of the instrument
have been scored and employed in current data analyses: Maturity, Con-
formity, Inhibition, Aggressivity, and Hyperactivity. The scores de-
rived from each subscale are in the form of a standardized T-score,
established by sex and age of the subject.

The Illinois Test of Psycholinguistic Abilities (TTPA)

For presenf pﬁrposes of assessing psycholingﬁistic ability, the
revised edition of the ITPA (Kirk, McCarthy, & Kirk, 1968) was employed.
This edition of the test maintains the model of the experimental edition
developed by McCarthy and Kirk (1961). That is, it taps a domain de-
fined by the interrelationship of brocesses involved in reception, in=
terprgtétion, and transmission of signals or intentions. Specifically,
the communications model proposed by Oégood (1957a3 1957b) is the clin-
ical basis for this instrument. In this respect, the instrument pur-
ports to measure three dimensions of cognitive abilities: (a) channels
of communication (the routes through which the content of communication
flows); (b) psycholinguistic processeé (involving the receptive, organ-

izational, and expressive processes which occur in the acquisition and

(21)
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use of language); and (c) levels of o?ganizdtion (including a repre-
sentational level which requires a complex mediating process of uti-
lizing symbols and an automatic level in which fhe individual’ts habit;
of functioning are less voluntary but highly organized and integrated).
For the revised edition of the ITPA, one basic test has been added
to the original battery of nine subtests. The ten basic subtests em-
ployed in the present study were the following: (a) Auditory Reception
(ability to comprehend the spoken word); (b) Visual Reception (ability
"to comprehend pictures and writteq wordé); (c¢) Auditory-Vocal Associaf.
tion (ability to relate spoken words in a meaningful way); (d) Visual-
Motor Association (ability to relate meaningful visual symbols); (e)
Verbal Expression (ability to express one's ideas in spoken words);
(f) Manual Expression (ability to express one's ideas in gestures); (g)
Auditory Sequential Memory (ability to repeat correctly a sequence of
‘ symbols previously heard); (h) Visual-Sequential Memory (ability to re-
produce correctly a sequeﬁcé of symbols previously seen); (i) Grammatic
Closure (ability to make use of the redundancies of oral language in
acquiring automatic habits for handling syntax and grammatic inflections);
‘and (j) Visual Closure (ability to identify a common object from an
incomplete visual presentation).

It should be noted that two supplementary tests--Auditory Closure

and Sound Blending--were also included in the Revised edition of the
ITPA. These tests were not used in the current study.

The foregoing ten tests were admiqistered individually to the Ss
in the current sample by two testers. One male and one female experi-
i menter wére employed in testing the children to céntrol for sex differ-
| .

K ences in performance attributable to the sex of the experimenter. In

| (22)
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the actual test administrations, the'schedules'permitted an even dis-
tribution of boys and girlsvfor each experimenter.

The initial form of the ITPA was standardized on an all-white sam-
ple of 2% to 9 year-old children from Decatur, Illinois., The revised
edition, also standardized on a similar population, included children
from six school districts in Illinois. TFor this.edition, norms have
been extended through age 10. In both the experimental and revised
editions of the ITPA, black Ss were not included in the standardization
sample, The standardization samples were selected on the basis of
average performénce on the traditional measures of intelligence, school
achiévement, and socioeconomic status, and on intact motor and sensory
development.

The ITPA (both editions) has been employed successfully with dis-
advantaged (primarily black) children in studies at the Institute for
Developmental Studies (Leutsch & Silfen, 1969; Schwartz, Deutsch, &
Weissman, 1967). Most recently, the revised edition has been employed
(Deutsch & Vietor, 1971) for purposes of characterizing experimental
children exposed to the Institute's demonstration program. Earlier
researches using the ITPA have been reviewed by Bateman (1965),.in a
report which contains an annotated bibliography of additional investi-
gatiqns and a complete list of ITPA references up to the time of that
review,

The major source of information cencerning reliagbility and valid-
ity on the ITPA is that for the éxperimental edition. Little reli-
ability and validity information is available for the revised version of
the ITPA. Overall estimates of reliability (both internal consistency

reliability and stability reliability) for the experimental edition were
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reported as being "quite adeqguate,™ WhereaS'reliability estimates by

age group were reported to be lower (McCarthy & Kirk, 1963). Other
evidence reported in the literature (McCarthy & Kirk, 1961) indicateé
that concurrent, construct, and predictive validities are adequate.
However, in the light of additional reports (e.g., Weener, Barritt, &
Semmel, 1967), which have indicated that the restricted sample used

in standardization procedures reduces the geheralizability of the norma-

tive data, further evidence concerning the ITPA is warranted.
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Chapten 3

Sample

Detailed presentation and discussion of sample selection procedures
and characteristics of these Ss for the first year's work, involving the
behavioral sessions and the family interview (Form I), are presented in
Appendix A which is the Final Report for fhe Interim Research Period
(1968-1969). Tables 1-6, on pages 39-Ll of this Appendix, present this
material in direct, tabular form.

The sample.described in this chapter, Sample II, comprises one drawn
from a similar population to last year's sample (Sample I), and is being
used for a cross-validation and replication of our specially developed
family interview and ratings of cognitive and communicational style as
well as for exploring additional variables possibly aésociated with rel-
ative success or lack of success (determined longitudiAally) in the
Institute's enrichment program.

| The larger.poéulaticn Trom which the Sg in Sémple II were drawn in
4+he Fall of 1969, consisted of children in fourth-grade classes at
Public Schools 68, 79, 200, and 175, in Harlem. This sample was drawn
from a group consisting of only thdse Ss whe enteréd the Institute's
demonstratioﬁ program at the prekindergarten level (1964) or the kinder-

garten level (1965) and remained with the program through the third

‘grade. There were 31 such Ss. The distribution of this sample by school

age, and sex is shown in Table 1.
Of these children, 30 had been given the Stanford-Binet Intelligerce
Scale in both the Spring of 1966 and the Spring of 1969, and 31, the Pea-

body Picture Vocabulary Test (PPVT) both in the Spring of 1966 and the

~ Spring of 1969,
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The first steo in clasgifying the 35 into "high" and "low" groups
consisted of computing the discrepancy for each § between the Stanford-
Binet mental age score he obtained in 1966 (kindergarten) and the Stan-
ford-Binet mental age score he obtained in 1969 (third grade). The
discrepancy between each S's mental age score on the PPVT obtained in
iQGG(Kindergarten) and 1969 (third grade) was similarly calculated. Two
frequency distributions of these discrepancy scores were made,

When the top and bottom 40% of the Stanford-Binet discrepancy
distributions, and top and bottom U40% of the PPVT discrepancy distri-
butions were inspected, it became apparent that there was little over-

lap between them. That is, only six children could be regarded as high

gainers by the criteria of being in the top portion of both distributions;

2.1 only five children could be regarded as low gainers by the criterion
of being in the bottom portion of both distributions. Under thesé
circumstances, Ss were classified as high gainers or low éainers on the
basis of discrepancy scores for each of these tests separately.

- On this basis, four subsamples were selected as follows:

(1) High gainers and low gainers on the Stanford-Binet mental age

discrepancy criterion. High gainers are defined as those 15 Ss whose

discrepency score is at least 3 years, H months (the top 40% of the

sample). Low gainers are those 12 children whose discrepancy score is

‘2 years, 9 months of less (the bottom 40% of the sample). The range of

discrepancy scores is 3 years, 4 months, to 4 years, 6 months for the
former, and 2 years, 9 months, to 10 months for the latter group.

(2) Very high and very low gainers on the Stanford-Binet mental-

age discrepancy criterion. Very high gainers are defined as those 9

children whose discrepancy score is at least 3 years, 5 months (the top

(26)
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30% of the sample). Very low gainevé are those 9 children whose dis-
crepancy score is 2 years, 6 months or less (the bottom 30% of the
sample}. The range of discrepancy scorves is 3 years, 5 months to U Qears,
6 months for the formz2r group, and 2 years, 6 months to 10 months for

the latter group.

(3) High gainewxs and low gainers on the PPVI. High gainers are de-

fined as those 14 children whose discrepancy score is at least 3 years,
3 months (the top H0% of the sample). Low gainers are those 11 children
-whose discrepancy score is 2 years, 11 months or less (the bottom H0% bf
the sample)}. The range of discrepanéy scores is 3 years, 3 months to 5
years, 7 months for the former group, and 2 years, 1l months to 1 year,

2 months for the latter group.

(4) Very high and very low gainers on the PPVI, Very high gainers
are defined aé those 10 children whose discrepancy score is at least U
years, 0 months (the top 30% of the sample). Very low gainers are those
9 children whose discrepaﬁcy score is 2 years, 7 months or less (the
" bottom 30% of the sample). The range of discrepancy scores is U4 years,
0 months to 5 years, 7 months for the former group; and 2 years, 7 months

*

to 1.year, 2 months for the latter group.
Tables 2-7 present various characteristics of the high gainers and
low gainers, selected on the basis of fhe foregoing criteria. Table 2
compares initial mean Stanford-Binet mental age scores (1966) of high
and low gainers, and very high and low gainers. It can be seen from
this table that the high and low groups thus designated do not signifi-
cantly differ from each other in initial mean mental age scores. Table

3, which presents mean chronological age (as of September, 1969) for the
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high and low groups also:shpws that High gainers do not significantly
differ from low gainers in chronological age.

Table U4 presents the initial mean Stanford-Binet mental age scores
(1966) , and Table 5 the mean chronoulogical ages (September, 1969), of
the high and low gainers as determined by the PPVT change scores (Spring
1966——Spring 1569). These tables sﬁow that both in terms of initial
mental ages as well as chronological ages, high gainers do not differ
significantly from low gainers as determined by the PPVT scores.

In addition, as Tables 6 and 7 respectively indicate, high and low
gainers as determined by PPVT change scores (Table 6) or Stanford-Binet

scores (Table 7) cannot be statistically differentiated on a significant

~level by their initial PPVT mental age scores, A

The above findings are of considerable significancé to the purposes
of our study, for they indicate that initial levele of general ability
or of chronological age do not determine whether or not an S is.deéig—
nated as high or low in terms of criteria we bavé used. They reconfirm

our expectation that we must look elsewhere for variables that deter-

mine a child's changes in the years of exposure'to educational programs,

The current Study'represents a further attempt to isolate at least some

of the relevant variables,

Table 1 has indicated that the basic sample comprises an N of 31,
The families of 30 of these Ss were interviewed because one family would
not consent to an interview. All 31 Ss, however, were administered the

MCPS and the ITPA,
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Chapter 4
Procedures and Methods, Scoring and Reliability Considerations:
( The Missouri Children's Picture Series (MCPS) and Illinois

Test of Psycholinguistic Abilities (ITPA)

In accordance with the plan of the study, the 31 S8s in our sample
were administered the MCPS and the ITPA during the months of April and
May, 1970. These tests were adminisltered in two separate sessions, with
the ITPA élways administered first to any specific §.. Sessions comprised
the administration of only one or the other of these inséruments, it
should be noted; with the MCPS sessions lasting approximately 20 minutes
and the ITPA sessions about one hour. No prcblems arose iin connection
with the actual administration of these instruments, although a minor
scheduling problem existed when the absence of an S required the tester
to returh for an additional session in the schools. All tests were ad-

' _ ministered individually to the Ss in vacant classrooms to provide condi;
tions free from distraction. Permission from parents was obtained for
all testing sessions.

In order to control for any possible effects attributables to sex
of examiner on a child's.performance, an equal.number of male aﬁd fe-
male subjects was randomly assigned to one male and one female examiner.
A child assigned to an examiner was tested by that examiner for both
test administrations.

The remainder of this chapter describes in some detail the adminis-
tration procedures and instructions, Scoring methods and some reliability
considerations for these two instruments.

The Missouri Children's Pictufe Series (MCPS)

( At the end of Chapter 2, we discussed somc of the rationale behind
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using this instrument to assess certain personality variables. Pilot

results were based on explorations with third-grade childven in Pablic
Schoel 121 during the winter of 1970. Pilot testing disclosed that |
the MCPS is an objective, enjoyable, brief instrument which is easily
administered on an individual basis to a sample of elementary school
children.

The materials for the MCPS consist of a set of 238 stancard MCPS

cards and scoring sheets. The set of 238 cards is shuffled after each

‘use. The cards do not have to be in numerical order. The set of cards

is placed by the E in front of the child, picture sides up. The colored
card on the bottom of the set is removed and placed to the right (the
S's right) of the deck of cards. S is then asked to pick up the card
whicih is on top of the deck and he is told:

ALL THESE CARDS HAVE PICTURES ON THEM, I WANT
YOU TO LOOK AT EACH PICTURE AND SEE IF IT LOOKS
LIKE FUN TO YOU. IF A PICTURE LOOKS LIKE FUN

TO YOU, PUT IT ON THE (YELLOW/BLUE) CARD, HERE
ON THE RIGHT. IF IT DOES NOT LOOK LIKE FUN TO
YOU, PUT IT ON THE “OTHER SIDE OF THE CARDS. NOW
LOOK AT THIS FIRST PICTURE.! DOES IT LOOK LIKE
FUN TO YOU? |

If § says that it does look like fun, he is told:

OKAY, PUT IT HERE, ON THE RIGHT, ON THE (YELLOW/BLUE)
CARD, THAT IS WHERE YOU WILL PUT ONES THAT LOOK
LIKE FUN TO YOU. THE ONES THAT DO NOT LOOK LIKE
FUN TO YOU, YOU WILL PUT HERE, ON TIIE OTHER SIDE

" OF THE PILE OF CARDS, ON THE LEFT (E points),

If S says that the first picture does not look like fun, E says:

OKAY, PUT IT HERE, ON THE LEFT, ON THIS SIDE OF
THE PILE OF CARDS (E points). THAT IS WIERE YOU
WILL PUT THE ONES TIIAT DO NOT' LOOK LIKE FUN. THE
ONES THAT DO LOOK LIKE FUN TO YOU, YOU WILL PUT
HERE, ON THE (YELLOW/BLUL) CARD, ON THE OTHER
SIDE OF TIE PILE OF CARDS, ON TIE RIGHT,
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is now told:

PICK UP TIHE NEXT CARD AND LOOK AT IT. DOLS IT
LOOK LIKE TPUN TO YOU OR DOESN'T IT LOOK LIKE
FUN TO YOU?

If 8 says that it looks like fun, he is told:

OKAY, PUT IT ON THE RIGHT THERE ON THE (YELLOW/BLUEL)
CARD. (After this has been done): WHERE WOULD YOU
HAVE PUT IT IF IT HAD NOT LOOKED LIKE FUN?

If S says that the second picture does not look like fun, he is
told:

OKAY, PUT IT ON THE OTHER SIDE OF THE PILE OF
CARDS ON THE LEFT. (After the card has been
placed correctly): WHERE WOULD YOU HAVE PUT
IT IF IT DID LOOK LIKE FUN?

If the E feels that the § is confused about the instructions or
the task at hand, he should then continue the instructions with a third
card from the deck. Generally, if at -anytime during the sorting the
examiner feels that the S is confused or faltering, he should repeat
these instructions.

The E continues in this way until he is sure that g understands -
what is wanted of him, and he observes S at least long enough to be

sure that he is able to attend to the job. 1In the event that the § is

very distractible, E may have to repeat the question for each card in

the set.

Sometimes the S will ask questions when he is unsure of himself,
or when he is suspicious of the testing situation, or when compulsivity
or concreteness interferes with easy decision-making. These questions
should be responded to either with the original instructions or else
with amplifications which keep to the spirit of the instructions and do

not influence the S to respond one way or the other. Following are scme
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examples of questions and possible replies:
"What if I can't decide whether it looks like fun or nol?"
JUST LOOK AT IT AND DECIDE ONE WAY OR THE
OTHER, SEE I¥ IT LOOKS JUST A LITTLE BIT
MORE LIKE FUN OR IT" IT LOOKS JUST A LITTLE
BIT MORE LIKE IT IS NOT FUN. THEN FUT IT
ON THE PILE AND FORGET ABOUT IT.

"Sometimes it's fun and sometimes it isn't. What should I do?"

JUST LOOK AT IT AND DECIDE IF IT IS MORE
LIKE FUN THAN NOT LIKE FUN, OR THE OTHER
WAY AROUND,! DECIDE ONE WAY OR THE OTHER
AS BEST YOU CAN AND THEN FORGET ABOUT IT.
"This uéed to be fun when I was smaller. Do you want me to say
if it's fun now or if it used to be fun?"
T WANT YOU TO SHOW IF IT LOOKS LIKE FUN
TO YOU OR IF IT DOES NOT LOOK LIKE FUXN
TO YOU,” DECIDE ONE WAY OR THE OTHER AND
THEN GO ON TO THE NEXT ONE.'
(From a girl): "This is fun for boys but not for girls. Should
I show if it's just fun, or if it's fun for girle?"
I WANT YOU TO DECIDE WHETHER IT LOOKS
LIKE FUN TO YOU OR WHETHER IT DOES NOT
- LOOK LIKE FUN TO YOU.
When the above is completed, E immediately records the sort on the

scoring sheet in accordance with instructions described below.

Scores and reliability. Each picture has a number in the lower

right-hand corner of the card. They are numbered from 1 to 238. The
responses are recorded on a scoring sheet which contains 238 numbered
spaces. Only the does-not-look-like-fun responses are recorded. Trans-
parent templates, provided for each subscale, are used for deriving raw
scores on each subscale., The templates contain X and O markings defining
key items for each scale. An X on a template means that on that scale

tihhe item is scored if it was placed in the not-fun pile (and thercfore
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has an X marked in the appropriate space on the recording sheet). An

C on a template means that on that scale the item is scored if it was
placed by the child in the fun pile (so that the corresponding space on
the recording sheet is blank). Each X or O respoaze has a weight of 1,
and the raw score for a particular scale is the number of spaces on the
recording sheet which match those on the scoring template.

The raw scores were converted into T-scores with the use of conver-

sion tables provided by the test developers. These tables were derived

" from the MCPS results on the 3877 school children in the normative sam-

ple. There are separate tables for boys and for girls at yearly inter-
vals from ages 5 through 16. The following subscales of the instrument
have been scored and are employed in current data analyses: Maturity,
Conformity, Inhibition,‘Aggressivity, and Hyperactivity.

Research with MCPS has been extensive and reliability as well as
validity data have been reported. It should be noted (Sines, Pauker, &
Sines, 1968) that the items which have been employed in all of the sub-
scales of the MCPS show significant and positive'discrimination among
known test samples. Furthermore, these subscales have been investigated
inlterms of internal consistency of items, ten-day retest reliability,
and six-month retest reliability. These data are reported for each age-
groupzand sex separately.

Because sex of subject enters into the scoring procedures, for
current data analysis purposes, subscale scores were held separately
for each sex. That is, an S's status on any particular subscale depends
only on the distribution of such subscale scores for that sex group in
our current sample. A median cut-off was establiéhed for each subscale

distribution for each sex, and S's status--high or low--was established.
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Cases were eliminatcd whére_the S's rank fell at the median of the dis-
tribution of scores. The total possible N for this instrument was 31,
21 males and 10 females. Tor each subscale (See Table 8), the following
frequencies resulted:

Conformity--high, 15; low, 16

Maturity--high, 15; low, 1u

Aggressivity--high, 16; low, 1L

Inhibition--high, 17; low, 14

Hyperactivit&——high, 165 low, 15

Table 8 also indicates the sex breakdown for the foregoing.

The Illinois Test of Psycholinguistic Abilities (ITPA)

As noted above, the ITPA was administered to all children in a ses-
sion lasting approximately one hour., Testing was completed during the
months of April and May by two testers, one male and one female, experi—.
enced in administering each of the subscales of the revised ediwion of
the test battery. The ratio of male (female) Ss to female and male
testers was approximately eqgual.

The specific procedures for subtest administration and instructrions
closely adhered to those suggested by the test developers (Kirk, MecCarthy,
& Kirk, 1968) for the revised edition. A complete description of the
instructions for administration is reported in detail in the Examiner's

Manual provided for the ITPA. Materials consist of an Examiner's Manual

which includes instructions as well as those test items which are pre-
sented ofally by the examiner. Those materials which require visual
presentation are included in the test kit. These consist of pictorial
item booklets presenting visual analogies, visual similarities, as well

as pictures portraying the context of the examiner's verbal expressions
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to §S. Objects presented to § are also inciuiled in the test kit. Famil-

iar objects, i.e., a ball, block, envelope, and button, as well as

plastic chips with geometric designs, are provided. Standard scoring

forms and tables for score conversion are also included in the test kit.

A brief description of the general requirements for each of the

subtests follows:

ey

()

(3

6

Auditory Reception: requires the § to respond (e.g., yes, no)

to questions presanted orally by the examiner. The test con-
tains 50 short, direct questions printed in thé Manual. Typical
items are: "DO‘DOGS EAT?" ."DO DIALS YAWN?™ '"DO CARPENTERS
KNEEL?"™ "DO WINGLESS BIRDS SOAR?"

Visual Reception: In this test there are 40 picture items,

each consisting of a stimulus picture on one page and four

resporise pictures on a second page. The child is shown the

- stimulus picture for three seconds with the directions, "SEE

THIS?"™ Then the‘page of response pictures is presented with
the directions, "FIND ONE HERE,™"

Visual Sequential Memory: § is shown a sequence of geometric

figures, represented pictorially, for five seconds, and then
is asked to reproduce the sequence with plastic chips, each
with a geometric design. Here the child is allowed two trials
on each sequence of figures when the Ffirst attempt is unsuc-

cessful. The sequences of geometric figure increase in length

from two to eight figures.

Auditory-Vocal Association: A sentence completion technique
is used, presenting one statement followed by an incomplete

analogous statement, and allowing the child to complete the
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(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9

second statement appropriately. There are 42 orally prescnted

analogies, such as, "I CUT WITH A SAW; I POUND WITI A L
"A DOG HAS HAIR; A FISH HAS "

Auditory Sequential Memory: This test assesses the child's

ability to reproduce from memory sequences of digits increasing
in length from two to eight digits. Digits are prasonted at
the rate of two per second. The child is aliowed a second

trial of each sequence if he fails on the first presentation.

Visual-Motor Assoeiation: The child is presented with a single
stimulus picture surrounded by four opticnal pictures, one of
which is associated with the stimulus picture. The child is
asked ”WHAI GOES WITH THIS?" (pointingvto stimulus picture).
"WHICH ONE OF THESE? . (pointing to the four optional pictureé).
The child is to choose the one picture which is most closely
related to the stimulus picture, such as a sock belonging with
a shoe, or a hammer with a nail. The test consists of 42 items.

Visual Closure: There are four scenes, presented separately,

each containing 14 or 15 examples of a specified object. The
objects are seen in varying degrees of concealment. The child
is asked to see how quickly he can point to all examples of a
particular object within fhe time limit of 30 seconds for each
scene.

Verbal Expression: The child 15 shown four familiar objccts

one at a time (a ball, a block, an envelope, and a button) and

is asked, "TELL ME ALL ABOUT ThIS,™

Grammatic Closure: There are 33 orally presented iktems accom-

panied by pictures whiéh portray the content of the verbal
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expressions. Lach verbal item cons:ists of a conplote state~

ment followed by an incomplete statement to be finished by the

child. The examiner points to the appropriate piclture as he

reads the given statements in the Mamwal, for example: "HERE
IS A DOG; HMERE ARE TWO O YPHIS DOG LIKES TO BARK;

NERE ME IS ______."

(L0) Manual Expression: In this test 15 pictures of common objects

are shown to the child one at a time and he'is asked to,
"SHOW ME WHAT WE DO WITH A J" The ehild'is required to
pantomine the appropriate action, such as dialing a telephone,
or playing a guitar.

The 10 subtests were given in the following order for all Ss tested:

Auditory Reception; Visual Reception; Visual Sequentiél Memory; Auditory

Association; Auditory Sequential Memory; Visual Association; Visual Closure,

Verbal Expression; Grammatic Closure; and Manual Expression. As the
authors explainéd,.this order of test administration was designed to
permit maximum performance frpm the child. For example, to establish
initial rapport with the child, verbal response is minimized on the first
test. The Auditory Reception Test is administered first and is followea
by a simple picture without a feeling of failure. Because tiie Visual
Sequential Memory Test required the longest time to give, it is placed
early in the battery to minimize the effects of fatigue to which it is
more susceptible than other tests. Finally, the authors note that it

is desifable to separate the two tests of association to avoid the effect
of mental set. Similarly, the two sequential memory tests were separated,

as were the tests of manual and verbal expression.
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Scores and reliability. Again, Lhe instractions given by the test

developers were adhered to very closely for scoring purposes. With the
exception of the Visual Closure and Verbal Ixpression subscales, ITPA
scoring requires consideration of both the basal and ceiling levels
determined during administration. Very simply, the basal level is the
lowest item in a specified sequence of suécessful items and below which
no item attempted has been failed. This level is established on the
basis of the sequence indicated in the Manual for each subtest at the
beginning of administration. Below this level, credit is assumed for
thé items not attempted, i.e., not in the specified sequence. This
credit is added to the number of correctly answered items prior to the
child's ceiling level--the highest item of a sequence in which a speci-
fied number of items has been failed.

For the Visual Closure and Verbal Expression tests, all items are
administered and scored for all subjects, i.e., there is no basal 6r
ceiling level. .The scores ére simply the sum of éoints obtained on the

o

respective tests.

Each tester scored his own protocols whzn they were completed; cross-

checking of these protocols was done by the sccond tester. Raw scores
for each subtest protocol were transformed to scaled scores from tables
provided by the éuthors. These scores, based on age norms, are provided
for each subscale in the battery. The scaled scores were then summed to
provide a composite score for the battery.

Optimal cut-off points were established at the upper and lower 40th
percentiles of the distributions based on the composite scores of the
>ITPA, resulting in a sample of 25 Ss, 13 Highs and 12 Lows. Table 8

indicates a further breakdown, by sex, of these composite scores. Of
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the 18 males, Ll were high and 7 were'low on thé distvibution of com-
posite scores. OF the 7 females, 2 were high and 5 werc lLow on ITPA
total score. 1t stionld be noted that there is no relationship between
sex ant composile score on the basis of these data. These data resulted
in a non-significant chi square (Yates-corrected) value of 1.033.
Infoirmetion concerning the reliability and validity ol the scores

derived from the ITPA battery has been presented in Chapter 2.
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Chapter 5
The Family Interview and Ratings (Forms I and II); Scoring,

Coding, and Reliability and Agreement Considerations

The Progress Reports, describing work-in-progress during the Tirst
(1968-1969) phase of our study, describe in considerable detail the de-
velopment of our special family interview, including rationale, item
inclusion, and pilot-testing. For convenience, the réadgr is referred

‘to Appendix A of the current final report (Appendix A is the Final Re-
port for the first year's work), specifically pages 15-2t, which des-
cribes and summarizes in considerable detail these aspects of our inter-
view development, This material is briefly summarized in the next sec-
tion. Note that Appendix B presents the final forms of both interviews,
together with the "marginals” for each item. The number of families
interviewed with Form I was 36 and Form ¥I, 30. TFindings in connection
with these interviews are pfesented in subsequent chapters.

Suwmmary: Development of Form I

Appendix A, pp. 15-2U4, covers the following material:

(1) Description of our rationale for devising an interview situation

which would yield several levels of behavior, including demographic and
interéctive data, as well as data based on opportunities for family com- ‘
munication to arise. This rationale resulted in an interview situation |
which would require as many members of the family to be present as pos-
sible, with interview items and family-oriented "tasks" devised so that
family interactional and communications systems would emerge.

(2) Summary of all steps in item construction, including sources

for the original pool of items in the literature and in existing

Y

S OGN €




ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

intervicw schedules, rationale [or tﬂe selection or eliminetion of cer-
tain items, and description of the content areas covered by the inter-
view.

(3) Summary of procedures involving interviewers, This section
included a description of role-allocation and functions during the
interview, the relation of race of interviewers to role assignmenti, and
the training of interviewers,

(4) Description of procedures in connection with the pilot-testing
of the interview. This includes the role of community aides in select~
ing and arranging for the families to he interviewed at this stage and
the actual experiences of the interviewers in pilot-testing.

(5) Modifications and changes introduced in the final form of the
interview as a result of pilot-testing experiences.

(6) The "formal" interviews. This section includes the duration
of the interviewing perind, the development of coding procedures in-
cluding content anelysis of qualitative data, problems in the inter-
pretation of item responses, provision for handling discrepancies between
coders, and necessary modifications in coding following actual data
collection.

The TFamily Inferview——Forﬁ 11

Form II represents both a replication and refinement of the inter-
view procedure developed in the first year's work with a similar popu-
lation of families selected from the same overall population and in the
same manner as in the previous year?®s study. In essence, its foeus»and
major content remained the same., That is, as many members of the family
as possible were interviewed at the same time, many interview items

were designed to be directed to the family as a group, and family-oriented
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questions dealing with specific situations were introduced to provide
opportunities for Lthe rating of cognitive and communicational style.

In addition, the primdry areas covered in the first year's work--demo-
graphic, interactive, and cognitive and communicational--were main-
tained. As previously noted, Appendix B of the current report prescnts
the final form of the second interview, fogether with "marginals"--
ohtained frequencies for each coded part.

All revisions of Form I for replication purposes' were introduced
following an extensive assessment of both che distribution of responses
to all items and effecltiveness or inappropriateness of certain items
for our population. In actuality, as can be seen directly from Appen-
dix B, the revisions were peither very numerous or very radical. More
than two-thirds of the original items are worded in eXactly the same
manner in both forms. Only one item was completely omitted, and about
a dozen other item changes involved either the deletion or rewordihg of
oniy one part of an item.

N Changes were of three types: (a) deletions of either a whole or
part of an item; (b) modifications, i.e., rewording of part of an item,
adding a probe, etc.; and (c) addition of new items. In actual formatl
and application of the interview for clarity and continuity, revisions
were noted in Form II in the following manner., If all parts of an item
were deleted, then the item number was totally removed from the inter-
view schedule. Thus, all items following the deleted item would still
retain their original. item number (assuring numbering consistency when
the two samples were combined). A modificaticn or deletion of only a
part of an item was indicated by an asterisk placed to the left of the

itcin number. A totally new item was assigned an item number based upon
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its lecation at a midpoint between previous items. For example, one

new item was designated 33.5 because it was placed between item 33 and
item 3, |

The cne item deleted from Form I was Item 10, in which the children
were asked: "Whalt are some of the things you do with your friends after
échool?" This item was omitted primarily because it did not elicit a |

range of responscs from the year I sample (most Ss said they played with

their friends after school). Furthermore, coding difficultlies arose

'since many children described several recreational activities, thus

creating a necessity for an extremely generalized code.

Modifications and partial deletions were made to maximize the prob-

ability of our obtaining a range of codable responses. This goal neces-

sitated the rewording of ambiguous questions, the omission of irrelevant
questions, and the addition of probes encouraging further elaboration
on the part of the respondent. Some examples of modifications and dele-
tions are:
- (1) Item G-~-participation in groups and clubs., In Form I, inter-
viewers assessed the degree of the respondent's participation on the
basis of a description by the respondent of how much time was spent in
that group's activities. In Form II, the interviewers facilitated this
task by also asking the respondent to assess directly his participation,
i.e., to state whether he is very active, moderately active, or inactive
in his group membership.

(2) Item 25--presence or absence.of the father in the home. Probes
for part of this item were extended so that interviewers could determine
the exact amount of time an absent father had beeﬁ away from the home.

(In Torm I, this information was obtained only in a general way.)

(*3)
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(3) Item 38--does mother read? Part of this item in I'orm I was,

"Are there any books or magazines in Tthe house right now?" AlLL Lfamilies
in the 1968-1969 sample nnted the presence of reading matenrial in the
home (and in most homes. the presence of hooks and magazines was directly
observed) . Thus, this part of Ytem 25 was eliminated.

(4) Item 39--mother's pride in children's activities. Part of
this item was rewerded sc that the-children'slresponses would indicate
the parent's usual response when pr&ud rather than her response to an
isolated incident.

Five new items were added to Form II. Each of these was developed
by the research staff in an attempt to further explore areas that might
differentiate the "high"™ and "low" families in our sample. These items

are listed below:

(1) Item 33,5 (ASK PARENTS)--Do you think there are some things
that mothers (parents) should not discuss with their children?

(IF YES)--What sort of things should not be discussed?

- (2) Item 34,5 (ASK PARENTS)-~Could you tell me some of the things
that (name index child) has been doing in his/her class in the past
month? (Probe for specifics, e.g.,, Could you tell me more about that?)

(3) Item 36.5 (ASK CHILDREN) ~-Does anyone in the family ever

help you with your homework?
(Ir YES)--Who? About how often?

(4) Ttem 37.5 (ASK PARLNTS)~--What do you think is the most impor-

tant thing your children should learn in school?

(5) Item 38,5 (ASK PARENTS)--~Would you say that your children

are very iuch alike or very different from one another?

(Ir ALIKE)--In what ways are your children alike?

. L)
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“were handled as in the previous year. Errors in coding were corrected; and

(T DIVTLRINT) ~~1In what ways are your children

diffevent?

In addition to modification of item content, slight changes were
also made in item coding procedures Ffor Form 1T, These changes pri-
marily involved adding categories o an existing code (since Tthe conltent
of responses somctimes differed from Form I to I'orm II). We also
deleted irrelevant codes (e.g., we found that coding the kinds of hooks
read by siblings 12 years of age and over did not provide data useful
to our study). The entire process of coding Form II responses was facili-
itated by the work completed on the first year's interview schedule.

Coding procedures for the Form II interview were iderntical to those
performed for Form I; Two.members of the research staff, working inde-
pendently, transferred the data from each interview to code sheets, For-
tunately, as noted, this Ttask was facilitated for the Form II inter-
view replication by the precoding of many items not precoded in Form I.
This precoding Was, of course, made possible by the extensive analysis
and coding of qualitative meterial from the first interview. After each
interview was independéntly coded, ithe two staff members compared code

sheets to ascertain consistency. Discrepencies in coding for Form II -

disagreements ir coding were discussed with a third member of the re-
search staff in which case either agreement was reached or the response
was considered a "can't rate.”

Interviews utilizing Form II were conducted from May through August,
1970. The interviewing team for this sample was composed of two staff
members, one white (female) and one black (male) who had Ttaken part in

the 1969 study, The additional black male inter?iewer used in the
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earlier study was not availeble for the interview replicution. As in

1969, the white stall member was permancntly assigned the role of re-
corder while the black staff member intervicwed the familics. These
roles, however, wenrec flexible and thus the recorder could frecly partic-
ipate in clarifying responses, correcting omissions, ete. Since the
édme two interviewers were involved in both studies, the further train-
ing to bhe gaiqed Trom the pilot»teéting of a few families was considered
unnecessary. The team did, however, role-play, using the revised inter-
view form, in order to fully familiarize itself with its contenis.

All sample families were initially contacted through & mail request
for a home interview. Those families from whom there was no response
wvere later contacted by other methods, e.g., obtaining the correct ad-
dress through school records, making direct visits to the home, etc.

The majority of interviesw appointments were set up by telephone foliow- _
ing a mail response, All interviews were arranged at the convenience

of the family. As in 1969, each family received $10.00 for participating
in the interview.

Most home visits were made in the afternoon and early evening, All
family members were encouraged to be present for the intervicw. This
usually worked out well in the case of mother and siblings. fowever,
some fathers were unable to be present because of late afternoon or
evening work schedules, It was found that the time required to complete

the revised interview form was approximately the same as for the orig- .

inal interview (60 to 90 minutes depending upon family size, family's

verbal fluency, intervicwers! waiting time, etc.).
As noted, 30 of the 31 sample familics were interviewed. The re-

maining family head stated a flat refusal to be interviewed and
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discouraged all Institule contact., ALl thirty familics were extremedy
cooperative in making and keeping appointments.

The Ratling Scoles

Varioqs progress reports, especially Progress Report #2 in con-
nection with the first year's work, describe the developmenl of the
ratings scales that were designed to be applicable to the bhehavior ob-
seryed during the intervie@. Pages 25-30 of Appendix A of the current
fépogt contains illustrations of the behaviors relevant to the scales
~which have been labeled (for identification purposes oniy) as follows;

(1) Overall communicational level (separately rated for the cntire
Tamily, mother or parents, siblings, and index child).

(2} Mode of communication.

(3) Yormal aspects of communication (L): listening and attentional
skilles.

(4) Formal aspects of communication (2}: responses to or aware-
ness of the listener and éfhers in the group.

. (5) Formal aspects of communication (3)? task furtherance and

completion.

(6) Formal aspects of communication (4): transitions and sequencing.

(7) Conceptual level of communication: abstractness, elaboration,
and clarity.
(8) Content aspects of communications or messages.
(9) Introspectiveness ("looking at one's own behavior").
(L0) Generality of responses to others.
(11) Mother or parental figure's role in maintaining the "rules"™
of effective comnunication.

The specific behaviors relevant to these scales can be understood
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only in the context ol the illustrations prévided For their chapawcht-
ization and identification, Our pilot experiences led us to belicve that
these behaviors are didentifiable and observable. Indeed, the behavioral
and fomily situatiouns (as we had constructed them) permitted the relevani
communicaiional. responses tc occur,

Behaviors which emerged in an interactive context that were consid-
ered "iratable? were based in part on formal responses to guestions and

tasks presentad to the family during the interview, noise level of the

family communication networl:, motility factors, personal interaction among

family meﬁbers not necessarily rclated to interview items, and the nature
of the specific responses elicited--verbal or paraverbal. In addition,
the manner in which the emitted response reflected cognitive skills such
as conceptual level and‘introspectiveness and the degree to which the
response was appr0priate_to the question presented were also considered;
-At the completion of;each interview, the two-observer-interviewers
present at the interview réfed the family members along the various be-
havioral dimensions., The interviewers had workea extensively in achiev-
ing a common frame of reference for making these ratings during pilot
phdses,of this study, both in pre-study interviews and role-playing ses-
sions. Questions which arose regarding discrcpant ratings and any dif-
fereﬁces.between-the observer's orientation were discussed and resolved
during pilot phases. One specific difficulty handled during pilot
phases was that relalting to rating an entire family at once--the global
family rating. Interviewers found that the components of the family

unit (e.g., Siblihgs and mother) differed in their styles of comnmunica-

tion, This difficulty was vesolved by constructing four scparate ratings

for: famiiy as a whole; mother ov parents: siblings: and index child,
Yy 5 I 5 5
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Tmus, although a global Fawnily rating was still oBtaincd for the intews
view session, differentiation among fwnily members was also possibla,

As can be ascertained from the foregoing, the original ratings con-
sisted of ten scales covering various aspects of language and interac-
tional and communicational behavior as well as an ovecall comnmunicational
scale to be applied to the mother or parents, siblings, index child, and
family as a whole., Each of the forcgoing scales (as we eventually used
them after each formal interview) required a £orced—choicé rating on a
six-point scale with three scale points above a hypothetical midpoint
and three scale points below the midpoint. (Note, in pilot-testing, we
employed four-point scales which we later abandoned because they were
rather difficult to handle.) A lower numerical rating reflected a
higher level of cognitive and communicational style, i.e., a higher
attentional level or a higher conceptual level.

Tables 9 and 10 present for éaéh of the foregoing ratings, for FormnI
and Torm II, the frequencies of ratings by each rater, dichotomized into

high (below the midpoint) conceptual levels and low (above the midpoint)

- conceptual levels. Number of disagreements across midpoints are also indi-

cated on these tables. Note, when reliability considerations are dis-
cussed below, it will be seen that "crude" agreements do not form the hasis
of exploration. Instead, the actual specific scaie point agreements

and disagreements enter into the statistical procedufe used.

In the Ffirst year's data, the distriﬁﬁtion of threc scales contained
an excessive number of "can't rate'" ratings for at least one of the two
independent raters., Because of the small ns which emerged for bchavior
ratable by both observers, thesc scales were deleted from further con-

sideration, including usc in Form II interviews. These scales were:

(9)
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(4)  Yoremal aspects of communication «(2): vesponses Lo or awavencss of

( the listener and others in the group; (8) Content aspects of communica-
tions or messages; und (L0) Generality of respenses Lo others. |

For the remaining scales, inter-ruter agreements werc ﬁetermined 01N
the basis of Coben's (1L968) recommended use of Weighted Kappa (kwj us
a coefficient of agrcement fbf nominal scales. 7This stetistic noi on}y
corrects for chance agreement, but also permits differential weighting
of disagreements aecobding o the degree of gravity of such disagree-
ments. Table 8, on p, UG of Appendix A (Interim Final Réport} contaiﬁs
the matrix. of the weights employed for this procedure on all scales.

(Note that the same matrix was employed for all scales used in the second
year's study as well, This matrix was also used, as this table indicates.,.
Tfor exploring reliability of observations in the cogunitive style sessions.)

Table li presents the results for analyses of inter-rater agree-

\ | ment for both years; two-téiled p values are reported for each of the
values (z) of the normal curve deviate. In all comparisons (Year 1),
these values were positive and highly significant.

Further, a simple check on the contribution of each of the remain-
ing scales to the overall global Tamily rating was investigated by means
orf the phi coefficient. This was done for one rater who was involved
with ‘the interview in all its phases. Table 12 presents these data.

It can be observed that each of the remaining scales relates positively
and significantly toithe overall global family rating, perhaps providing
some indication of the dinternal consistency of the rating scales cmployzd.

These data warrented the inclusion of all eleven scales in the second

year's study.

{ There were no fowmat changes for the rating scales in the second

(-0)
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year's study. The cleven scales were used on a sample of 30 lumilics
by two independent ohservers., Again, nesults for sach of the rating
scales bascd on this sample were carefully studied with regaird Lo cuach
scale’s distribution as well as reliability consideraticns.

For the second year's administration ¢l Cha ratirg scules, two itens

resultled in distributions with an excessive mmber of "canr't rate" rating

v
These were: (6) Formal aspects of commwmnication ("): transitions and
sequencing; and (11) Mother or parental figures' role in maint#ining the
"rules" of effective communication. These scales were eliminated from
Turther data explorations. Weighted Kappa procedures were then employed
for the remaining nine rating scales. Table 11 presents Tthese reli-
ability findings. 'As can be seen in this table, all but one scale--
Introspectiveness ("looking at one's own behavior™)--yielded positive
Findings. This scale was also eliminated from further data explorations,
resulting, finally, in the use of eight qf Tthe rafing scales in the
analysis of the second year's work, It should be noted (see Table 12)

that the remaining scales all relate highly to the global Family rating.
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Chap*er G
Mujor Chardcteristics of the Fumilics: Summary of

Material Oblained from Each Yeur's Interviews

The preceding chapter described our interview procedures, ralbing
scales, and methods for scoring and ascertaining agreement and rcliabil-
ity between coders, raters, and researchers handling'the material. Now
we would like to present more substantive material about the familiee
themselves, in order not only to set the stage for the chapters to fol-
low, but also to communicate to the reader the nature of iha population
with which we are working. We will be presenting actual findings ob-

.
tained from our interviews for both years, characterizing these Famil-
ial units by the more usual demographic variables, as well as addition-
al salient.features which empirically emerged. We will also be con-
cerned with judging the similarity (in a general way) between the two
samples drawn each year. Chapter 7 will present findings in connection
“with hypothesis-testing and other data-analyses procedures, it should
be noted. The reader is reminded that Appendix B contains a complete
outline of the interview schedule (both Forms) as well as the "margin-
als" (frequencies obtained for each of the coded parts for each inter-
view item). The current chapter makes no attempt to present all these
raw frequencies and marginals--only the more relevant ones.

Before we begin to formally characterize our samples, we should
like to present the reader with some additional qualitative aspccts of
the families.

The families interviewed cach year comprise almost entirgly blocl.
families living in Hurlém——witﬁ é few exceptlions, sec section below--
with children in Public Schools. Althbugh some familics presented a

G2y 9U




Little resistance o being interviewed, by ﬁnd Targe, thoy were coop-
erative with the interviecwers, welcoming them into ltheir homes. Notle,
however, these were Tngtitute familics accoustomed to at least some in-
terview procedures and/or contact with at least some Institute per-
sonnel. One family (second year) flatly refused to be intervicwed, and
are not included in the sample, nor are they included in findings
based on data analyses. It gces without saying that we do not know the
characteristics of this family in terms of the relevdnt_variables ol
ocur study.

Generally speaking, the interviewers felt comfortable in the
homes; they were occasionally cffered refreshments and were usually
shown to the most comfortable seating arrangements in the apartmeat.

On occasion, but only infrequently, the hcusehold atmosphere was not

( ' formally "set" for the interview situation. For example, a TV set was
left on, and in one family, lights were not put cn in the rocw In
which the interview was coﬁducted. The interviewers tried to "remedy"
-the situation as best as they could. In the lafter example, however,
upon request, it developed that the one light bulb in the living roocm
had been burned out and the household head was reluctant to replace it

with another from another room. Another mother had apparently Forgot-

ten ébout the interview appointment althogether, and another time had
to be scheduled.
As will be seen later, there were eccasional visitors, primarily
neighbors or relatives not expected in the "formal” interview situation.

They were permitted to stay for the duration of the interview (or less)

depending on their wishes. On one occasion, an centire family (Lfrom the

South) arrived for a visit just at the interview time. There was too

o (53)
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much excitement and gencral social disorganizwtion in the.home fon
the intecvrview to be completed, and another one had to be arranged.

Housing conditions varied over a wide range, with public housing
dwellings being consistently superior, in the eyes of the interviewors.
"Good" home conditions were also found, however, in non-public housing
dwellings. In the latter, however, it was more likely that the inter-
viewers came upon conditions such as unsafe stuirways, animal excre-
ments in the halls and public floors? unsavory odors, roaches, etc.

The interviews in both years were conducted in the Spriﬁg and summer
months, when it was more likely for children, pets, adults., cte. to be
in the halls, on the stairs, outside on the stoops, and in the strects.
Npise levels in the streets and the apartments were generally high, but
one interviewer noted that her own lengihy residence in New York City
had accustomed her to a rather high noise level sc that she did not
feel these acoustical conditions were limited to Harlem.

Within each of the apartments, "attractiveness,” cleanliness,
_neatness, and the like varied over a considerable range, as did the
formality and structure of the family unit, mother‘s control over the
children, and the family's affective interaction. In some Ffamilies,
the mothers tended to dominate the situetion; in other familes, the
mothgrs encouraged the children in very positive ways to respoind to
the interviewers. As noted, control and discipline over the children
varied over a considerable range. In one family, for example, a thrce-
year-old was rather disruptive, but the mother - made no serious attempt
to handle the child's cor inuous interruptions of the proceedings. In
other families, virtually the opposite was true.

The father's presecnce in tﬁc interview situation was a relatively

infrequent occurrence. In the handful of families in which Tathers
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werae presonl,  howeven, Lﬂey tonded to participate fully in the inter-
view and were nol dominated by the mother.

A noted in the preceding chupter, ratings wenre bascd not only on
spacific responscs to spccific questions, but also to family task situ-
ations @nd other qualitutive aspeats of behavior. Spaue'doeﬂ not per-
mit an account of the variovs qualitative, "anecdotal™ and narrebtivo
comments that the interviewers prdvided with regard to the "life style”
of the different Ffamily units. Suffice it to say that the observar-
interviewers rgsponded to and described a wirle variety of interacticns,
incidents, and qualities including, for example: striking differcnces
bBetween the cognitive levels of the mothers and their children in some
of the families, or between spouses in other families; or wide varia-
tions in cohesiveness, warmth, and feelings of togetherness or close-
ness that some families showed; or dramatic differences in the child-
ren's behavior from family to family in terms of their reticence, taik—
ativeness, patterns of motility, and the like. Some families seemed to
-have a steady Tlow of visitors--relatives, friends, girlfriends, boy-
friends, neighborhood children, etc., while other families seemed vir-
tually isolated in terms of the mainstream of action around them. Some
mothers were excessively strict, unyielding, and "proper" in thelr be-

havtor toward their children; other mothers were informally permissive,

spcntaneous, and easygoing.

But above all, each family maintained its distinctiveness, person-
al stylé, and almost palpable qgualities of difference which estabiished
it as a system and an entity--different from other such cntiiies des-
pite the prcsumably equalizing variables of proximity, welfarce status,
housing conditions, or color of the skin.

Describing the familics as they cmergoed on the basis ol the inter-

Q
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views, thus, miwti suggest -t they aooe radiorm in natuye, o thoedr

ol ’

structure and roles and huetion.  This ds hordly cho caste, as one

mioht suspeet. Perhaps theve are, nevertholess, distinetive, isola-

ble Tealures of the fandlics that yield ihe "Llows”™ (in terms of the

index childvaen) ot the "highs.” Thoe next chaplker explores [his con-

sideration while the romainder of he cuwrepent chopter describes the
interview situation and the families as they empirically emergaa in
the course ol our study, reogurdless of tha hypothese# ol our exploru-
tion.

Note, there were 30 Tamilies inrvevviawad in the [irst year's study
and 30 in the second. Tor both yeavrs., the majority of families were
black, with 34 and 29 black families respectively, in eacli yaavr. The
remaining families were of Puerte Rican origin. ALl but three of the
sixty-gix families intervicwed in the two years of the study lived in
Harlem. The exceptions occurred during the first year of the study,

and involved three Families who had moved te the Bronx after ihe index

“child had completed the thisd gride. “wo of these families weve in-

terviewed in their hemes in the Bronx; the third ramily was interviewed
in the home of the maternal grandmother in Harlem.

The Interview Situation

(1) There was an average of 5 persons present during the first
years's interviews (range--3-8) and an average of Y persons prescent
during the second ycar's interviews (range--2-9).

(2) Three of the femilics had both the mother and falher present
during the first vear's exploration while in the remaining familics the

mother only was present. In the sccond year's series, three families

also had both parents present at the interviews, and with one cexception,

+
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‘view situations in the second yedr, there were children other than sib-

the remaining interviews had the mother precenl.  The one oxceepltion
was in a Lfamily <n wlhiich the mother couvdd not or would not attend.
One of the fathers present in the Year LI interview situalion, it

-~

should bhe noted, was not Living in the hiouschold at the time of 1he in-
terview.

(3) There wore, on an average, U siblings (including the indoex
child) present at the intervicew dﬁring the first year's serics, with a
range of 2 to 6 siblings. During the second year's éeries, there was
an average of 3 siblilings present at the interviews with a renge of 3
to 7.

(M) In terms of non-nuclear family members present at the inter-
views, the following breakdowns emergzed: during the first year, in 6 of
the families there were children other than siblings prescnt at the
interview, i.e., friends and/or relatives., In 3 of the families inter-
viewed, there were -adults other than parental figures present cthrough-
out the interview, and in 3‘families there were persons wandering in

and out of the room during ithe interview. 1In 7 or the 30 family inter-

lings present at the interview. Adults other' than parental figures

were present in 2 of the interview situations, and in only 1 instance,

during the second year, persons were wandering in and out of the room

in which the interview was conductec.

Family Composition
(1) The average size of the families interviewed in the [irst year
was 6 permanent residents. Family size for this sample ranged from 3
to 11 members. In addition to thesc permanent members, there werc two |

familices with persons tomporarily residing in the housechold.
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The averoge sizc of Familices infervimwéd in the scecond year sample
again was 6 permanent residents. The range in family size Tor thie
sample was 2 to 9 members.  In none of Lhe familics inteprviewed was ghe
presence of a temporary resident reported.

(2) OF the 36 families interviewed the fivst year, only 22%, or 8
off them, reported thalt both mother and father lived in the household.
0f thesc families, family composition for two Families included a grand-
mother as well. The 8 instances with 2 parents included ovne Family with

a father who was not the father of the index child in the sample. The

remaining 28 families (78%) in the fivst year's sample represented Lfamilies

with a mother or mothenr figure only present in the household,

Of the 30 families interviewed the second year, U40% or 12 of them
reported that both parents lived in the household--apparently a more
intact family sample from the point of view of parental prescnce. The
remaining G0% of the sample, 18 instances, reported that a mother or
mother figure only was présent in the household,

JIndex Child and Siblings

Preceding tables (for example, Table 1) present data with regavd to
the index children. This section attempts to describe the sanples in
terms of interests, activities, and cognitive ratings of the
index,children and their siblirgs as emerginyg in each year's sample.

(1) In most (25 or 69%) of the families interviewed the first year,
there were 2 or fewer siblings older than the index child; in 7 of the
families (20%), there were 3 or U ohildren older, and in 4 famiiies (11%),
%t or 5 older than the index child, In 2 families, the index child was
the only child living in the household. In the sécond year's sample,

most of the familics (19 or (63%) also contained two or fewer siblings




n/ )

older than the index child. 0F these familics, LL ox 37% had 3 or mowve
children older than the index child, with 10 instances in which there
were 3 Lo It children, and one instance of 5 oliildren older than the index
child. In only one instance during the second yoear the index child was
the only child living at homoe,

(2) Regavding the children's occupational interests, in the First

year's sample, all. but one index child gave an indication of occupational

aspiration. This child had not yct'thought about his ogcupationul
choice., Tor those children (32) where responses could be coded, 84%
(27 children) stated professional aspirations. Of these, 4 childnen
indicated profussional-athletic goals. The remaining 23 children indicatca
professional choices such as teaching, medicine, and law. In the rest
of the total sample fdr this item (! cases), choices fanged from semi-
professional to unskilled occupations (tWo children chose semi-profes-
} sional, and two unskilled occupationsj.
Occupationﬁl aspirations were also obtained for siblings ten ycavrs
i or older (excluding the index child) for the first year's sample. In 9
r cases for Year I families there were no children ten vears or older, and
in 4 additional cases, responses could not be obtained, i.e., these
children were not present at the interview., Of the remaining 23 families,
| in 11 of them (48%)., all children above age 10 verbalized professional
. aspirations; while all the children in only 3 of the families verbalized
clerical-secretarial choices; in 39% of the families, there werc mixed re-
sponses, i.e., some professional and some semi-professional, verbalized
by the children over 10 years.
In the sccond ycar of the study, it was possible to code occupa-

tional aspirations for index children in 26 families. In 77% (20) of

Q o (59) e
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those Fumilics, dindex childreen responded wilh professional choicos
(Chiis included N cases with choices as proffessional. athlete). Again,
in only one case did the index child state that he had not thoucht aboutk
occupational cheoice. In the vamaining instunces, thoeve were 2 somi-
professional choices, 2 clericel-scorctarial choices, and L skilled oc-
cupational choicc.

There were two families with no children ten years or older in the
second year's sample, Of Uhe remaining 28 Families, occupational choice
for 11 families could not be ascertained, In 59% (1L0) of the rest of

the 17 families, all the children above age 10 verbalized prolfessional

aspirations; in one family all the children indicated clerical-secretarial

occupations, while in the remaining 35% of the sumple of 17 families,
choices were mixed améng various occupational levels,

(3) Of the Tamilies intewrviewed in the [irst year, in 22% of them
(8) , none of the children (including index child or siblings older thanz
the index child) belonged to any club or group. In 3 of the families,
most of the children (e.g., three out of four) did not belong to any
club or group, while all of the children in 31% (11) of the Taniliecs
were coded as Very active in at least one club or group. In 39% (14)
of the families, some of the children were modevately active or very
active in at least one club or group.

In the second year's sample, in 37% (11) of the families inter-
viewed :ione of the children belonged to any group or club, whilc in
3% (l3j of the families, ali of the children were very active in at
leaslt one club or geroup. In 1 case, all the children were moderately
active in at least onc group or club. In the wemuining 17% (5 cases)

of the sample, one or morce of the childucen in the family were moderately

(60) g/




or very aciive while one or more of the children were not members ol
any group opr club,

() Contimuing with the intorests ol the index children in thel
sample, it is interesting to note that in 83% (30) of the Ffamilics
interviewed in Year I the index child said that he read books besides
school books. 1In two cases (6% of the sample), the index child said
that he did not rcad any books other than school books. In H cases (L1%
of the sample), this item could not be rated, Of the. total sample for
the first year, H2% (L5 cases) of the index children indicated that
they read books other than comic books, 25% indicated that they read
other bouoks as well as comic books, while 119 irdicated that they read
comic books only (note thalt 22% of the total sample could not be rated
for this item).

In the second year, 93% (28) of the irdex children indicated that
they read books besides school books, while 7% (two cases) indicated that
they did not. 1In this Saﬁple 40% (12) of the index children said that
they read books other than comic books, while 34% (L0) of these children
read comic books as well as other books; U children (13%) rcad comic
books only (4 Ss could not be rated on this item).

(5) Tor the first year's sample, 64% (23) of the index children
were rated as high in cognitive and communicational style on the basis
of global ratings for the interview, and 306% (13) were rated low. In
53% (19) of the cases, siblings were rated high in cognitive style and
39% (14) were rated low (in 3 of the cases of ratings for siblings,
ratings could not be made). |

In the second year's study, 57% or 17 of the index children were

rated high in cognitive style on the basis of global intcrview ratings,
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while N3% or 13 of the index childeen werce rated low in cogitive style.
In 07% or 14 of the ratings basaed on siblings’ cognitive and commuios-
tional style, siblings were rated high and 33% or L0 of thesc vatings

were low (in 20% ow 0 ol the families interviewed in the second ycar, a

rating of siblings could not be made).

“

Mothers

() OF the 36 mothers or mother figures interviewed in the tivst
year of our study, 35 were the natural mcthers of the index children
studied, and one was the maternal grandmother (in this case, the mother
was deceased). In the secord yeair, 28 mothers werve present, one mother
did not appear for ihe intcrvicw, and in one Family, Cthe grandmother
who took care of the child.was interviewed. In the latter instauee,'thc
natural mother was alive bt did not live in the household,

(2) In Year I, 78% or 28 mothers interviewed were rated high in
cognitive and communicational style, while 22% were rated low. Tn the
second year's sémple, §7% or 28 mothers were rated high and 10% werc
rated low. One case in the Year II sauple could not be rated.

(3) Of the total sample in Form I, 33% of the mothers (12 cases)
were born in a northern or western urban or suburbhan area; of these
mothers, 9 were born in New York City. Sixty-one percent or 22 of the
total sample of mothers were born in the South; 10 of these molthers in
the urban South, and 12 in the rural South. The remaining 2 mothers in
the sample 'reported that they were born in the Caribbean. In the Year
IT sample, 20% or G of the mothers interviewed were bhorn in a northern
or western urban or suburban arca {all but one of these mothers were
born in New York City). Twenty-two ol the mothers (73% of the sample)

were born in the South. OFf these mothers, 17 came from the urban or
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-mothers were employed at the time of the interview. Of this group, L

suburban Soutl, and 5 cane from the mural South, The remaining 2 mothovs
were born din Tthe Caribbean. -

tﬂ) Mother's education as reported in the Interview I series, in-
dicated thalt L mother had six yeawrs or less of Formal schooling, 25% onr
9 of the mothers had completed 7 to 9 yeurs of schooling, 39% or LI 5!
the mothers had completed 10 Lo l]_‘ycars, ‘while 33% or 12 molthers werc
high school graduates.

In the Yecar II sample, 1 ol the mothérs rcported having comploted
six years or less of formal schooling: 6 mothers (20%) attended school
from seven Lo nine years; 13 (43%) wreported completing 10 ko 11 years

uly sechool

of school, and 10 of the mothers (33%) of the sample were hig
graduates. Of these,one mother had attended some college.

(5) Thirty-three percent or L2 of the mothers interviewed in the
first year of the sludy were employed at the time of the interview. Of
those employed, 8 noted thalt they worked full-time, while the remaining

4 mothers worked part-time, Sixty-seven percent nr 24 of the total

sample were unemployed. Seventy percent or 21 of the Year II sample of

mothers worked full~time, and 7 mothers worked part-time. The remain-
ing 30% (9) of all mothers interviewed were unemployed.

(6) In the first year’s interview, 47% or 17 of the mothers reported
that they were not members of any groups or clubs. Twenty-five percent
or 9 mothers indicated that they were very active in at lcast one group
or club; and the remaining 28% or 10 mothers displayed a range from in-
active to moderately active participation,

In Year II of the interview, 37% or 11 of the mothers reported that

they did not hold wemberships in any group or club, Another 37% indicated
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that they were very acltive members in at least one wronp or o, The
remainiiny 239 or 7 mothers roporlted o wmgee of activity [rom inaclive
To moderatoly active. Sue molher could nol be rated.

(7) I regard to voting behavior, 07% or 24 of the moithers intenr-
viewed in Year I sodid that they votce :inmost or all clections, 19% or 7
mothers vote in some or Ffew elecetions, and Lhy ur'S mothers said that
they do not vote at all. Of the wmothers in the second year's sample,
60% or 18 said that they vote in mosl or all clections, while 179 or
5 mothers vote in some or few eleetionsg~and 20% or 6 molthers said that

they do not vote. One mother could not be rated.

(1) Although only a small proportion of the sample families for
both years' interviews had fathers present in the household (Year I:
20% or 7; Year II: U0% or 12), and even thougli a smaller percentage of
these families actually had the father prescnt at the interview (Year I:
8% or 3; Year II: 10% or.3), it seemed of interesi 6 investigate the
-characteristics of the fathers in the sawple.

For the first year's sample of fathers, of the 29 fathers not
living in the home, a fairly large percentage (31% or 9) were deceased.

For the second year's sample, of the 18 fathers not living in the house-

hold, 17% or 3 fathers ware deceased.
(2) On the basis of Year 1 interviews, of the 20 (living)fathers not
residing in the home, 1Y% (70%) maintained contact with their children,
; 5 (25%) did not sece che childzen, and in one case (5%) it could not be
‘ ascertained whether or nut the father saw the children.

In 11 of the LI sample I families where the father maintained con-

tact wilth the children, the children hud seen their fathen within a
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month ol the time fthey were intervicwed; children in 2 familics had

nolt seen their father from seven months to one year, while childeen in
1 Family had not scen their father in over one yean.

For tha second yeuar's sample, ol the 15 (Living) fathors not
residing in the houschold, 12 (80%) maintained contact wilth the c¢hildren
and 3 (20%) did not see the children. In these L2 families where the
children saw 1he fathar, 10 had seen him witlin a month of the inter-
view. Tor the remaining 2 familiés, the children had sean thedin
Tather within 1 to G monchs poior to the intenrview.

(3) Tor the ficst year sample of /7 fathers living in the home, U
were born in the rural South, and the remaining 3 were bornvin a northein
or western urban or suburban area (two of these fathers were born in
New York City). In the second yean's swnple, of the i2 fathers living
in the [ome, 6 were born in the South (5 in the suburban South and

in the rural South). Four fathers were born in a northern or @estern
urban or suburban arca ( 3 fathers were born in New York City). An
additional. 2 fathers were born in the Caribbean.

(4#) Data collected on fathers! schooling in Year I indicated thﬁt
of the 7 fathers present in the home, 1 had completed 0-6 years of
Formal schooling, 2 had completed 10-%l years of schooling, and 3
were high school graduates (in 1 case there was no response), Of the
12 fathers living at home in the Year iI sample, 1 father had completed

0-6 years of formal gchooling

92

4 had completed 7-9 years of schooling,
3 had conpleted 10-11 years of schooling, and 4 werc high school
graduates.
(5) It should be noted that in both samples (L'orms I and 11},

all Tathers residing in the howe were employed full-time.
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Hous ing

(D Of.thu 30 Lamilies intervicewed in the Lirst your's study, 28
(7695) Lived in old, uﬁrunovutud apartment buildings with live or more
units and 19% Lived in renovated or new buildings (6 out of the 7 cuses
in this category were public housing). The tvpe of building could not
be described for onc fanily who were interviewed in a relﬁtive’s home,

Of the 30 familics interviewed the sccond year, 28 or 93% lived in
old, unrenovated apartment buildings with five or more units. The rc-
maining two fomilics dwélled in a renovated o new building (of thesc,
one dwelling waQ public housing).,

(2)  The interviewers rated both vthe condition of the building and
the house interior immediately following each interview. Half (18) of
the buildings visited in the first yeap’s sample were rated as poor, 7
or 19% were rated as good, and 4 or 11% were rated as excellent (L9% or
7 of the buildings were considenred unratable). louse interiors wore
rated as poor for 3, good for 19 or 53%, and excellent for 5 or 1U% of
the families in the sample (the interviewers were unable to ratc 25% or
9 of the house interiors).

Of the buildings visited the seccond year, 23 or 77% were rated as in
poor conditiony, 4 or 13% were rated as good, and 1 building as being in
excellent condition (two buildings were unratable). Housec interiors were
rated as poor for 20% or 6 of the sample families, good for 70% or &l of
the families, and excellent for 3.of the families.

(3) Concerning the mobility of the Tirst year's sample over tua
past fifteen years, of the 36 families interviewed, 26 or 72% re-
ported having moved two times or less in the past fifteen yecar: while 9

or 25% of the Ffamilics had moved more -than two times in the past Lifteen

(66)
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years,  Numbor ol moves for one Lamily conlkd nolt be uscertained.,

For the sceond yearts sanple, 23 or 77% of the Familics had moved
Lwo Limes of inss in the past ifteen years while 7 or 23% ol the fanilics
had moved move than two times in the past filfteen yeavs.

(%)  0f the 29 families in the first year's study wio bad moved at
least once in the pasl [ifteen Quars, 83% of them indicated upward moliiLily
strivings, c¢.g., moving For moire space or better facilities. Responses
of 11% cf This sample of 29 indicated thal moves were'baged solely on
reality circumstances, e.g.. their building was about to bé torn clown,
their mother and Fathev were separating, cetc. (6% of fhis sample could not
be rated on this dimension). Of the 25 families in this sample who had

. :
moved at leaslt once in the past Fifteen years, the responses of 72%
indicated upward mobility strivings; responses of 12% indicated that
moves were based solcly on reality circunstances (16% of the sample could
nolt be rated on this dimension),

(5) In their present household arrangements, the first year’s Fam-
ilies occupied a median number of 4.8 rooms, In.the second year's group
of families, median number of rooms occupied was also 4.8,

(6) Of the total sample of families in the first year, 19 or 53%
reported having lived in their present apavtment for five years or less,
while 17 or W7% of the Ffamilies reported having lived in their present
apartment for more than five years. In the second year, 50% of the
sample families repcrted.having lived in their present apurfments for
five years or less, and 50% lived in their apartments for more than five
years,

(7) 1In the first year's sample, where the family was able to com-

pare its present apartment wilth a previous apartment (31 instances), 83%

(67)
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felt more satislicd with thein ]‘):n:-(:s;m,.rl: apartment, L0% lLcelt less sai-
isliced, and 7% Lelt the same.  In the sccond year's sample, where fom-
ilies werce able fo compare their present apoawtment with o previous
apartment (25 ingstances), 52% Lfelt more satisficd with thair present
apartment, 40% Telt less satisfied, and 8% Lelt the same.

(8) In the first group of faﬁilius, 29 or 80% expressod the desire
to move again., Lxamples of reasons given for.this desire included poor
neighbofhood conditions, poor housing conditions, as well as a need for
mofe space, In Tthe second year's families, 26 or 87% ecxpresscd the
deQire to move again.

The Two Samples:  Some Similarvitics and Differences

The foregoing presentation permits general compavisons between Che
two populations, The samples are quite similar from several points of
view. For example, both swnples had the same proportion of Black and
Puentc Rican familics. and were comparable in family composition and
various intervicw characteristics. In both samplés, several background
variables in regard to parental figures were ulso similar, Mothers from
both sanples had the same amount of cducation, and fathers were similar
in education, employment patterns, place of birth, and the frequency
with which fathers not living in the home see their children, Responses
from the index childreﬁ for coth samples indicate similar occupational
interests, and in general, these children received a similar proportion
of high and low ratings on cognitive style. Sample families across the
two years of the study also showed similarities with regard to number
of rooms in the household, number of yecars in present apartment, and
number of times they had moved in a fifteen year period.,

Some of the difllerences belween the samples should also be noted,

(68)
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I the sceond year®s sweple, there was o greatﬁr percentage of fathers
restdine in the bome at the Time ol the intervicew., It is also nolo-
worthy that 319% of all Lfathevs From the first year's sawnple were do-
ceascd, as compared to 17% decensed among funilies in the sccond yenr of
the study.

Mothers intervicwed with Form 1L were more Likely to have heen born
in the South, They also tended to hold a greater number of memberships

in clubs and groups and tended to be more active members thin Year I

mothers. JTurther, mothers for Year IT were far more likely to be cmployed

at the time of the interview, Sevently percent of these mothers were
employed at the time of the interview, while only 33% of sample 1 motiers
were employed at the time of the interview., On the wholae, mothers in
the second yedr sanple were rated hilcher in cognitive and communicational
style, -

Olight sample differcnces were observed betwecn the children in thef
two samples (index as well as siblings). Siblings interviewed with
Form II more frequently indicated professional occupational. aspirations.
Also,'iu Form IXI, all children tended to have more active memberships in
groups or clubs, Furthermore, a greater number of Form II index children
indicated that they read books other Tthan scheol books,

Interviewers noted that 78% of the Ffamilies in the first year's
samplé lived in old, unrenovated buildings, while 19% lived in a renovated
or new huilding. In contrast, interviewcrs noted that 93% of Families
in the second ycav of the study lived in old, unrenovated buildings, with
only 7% in renovatced or new apartment houses, A uumber of additional
saunple differences emcrged concerning various housing variables. 1 is

conceivable that many of these differences may be related to the type of

(69
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Luilcding Lived in by the familiqs. For exwnple, ratings made by thoe
intevviewers ol the condition ol the buildings and housce interions werce
Lower Tor Yeoan iﬂjjkmMJjﬂs. ANso, there were dilfcrences in the dogrece
ol sdtisfuu}ion with Tthe Fumilies™ present apavtment. In the Fierst yean,
83% ol the familics weré morce sabisficed with their present apartment, and
10% were less satisfied, In the second ycar, 52% were more satisfied,
and H0% were less satisficd. Regardless of these differences, liowevern,

a majority of familics in bhoth samples expressed the ‘desire to move

again,

Thz next chapter returns to interview data, but this time no Longen
from a descriptive but from an hypothesis~testing point of view. Ovepr-
all, the samnples secem sufficiently similar, it should be notecd, to con-
sider the possibility of combining or pooling at least some of the duta
from both years., Thal is, samples I and II appear Lo be drawn Trom

the same general population.
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Chgptur 7
Finaines in Conneclion with flypothoses=Testing

The present chapler considers the bosic questions exploved in Lhe
current investigation. Appendix A describes Findings based on the Liwse
year's study, bul does not cover data explorations basced on [Foom I
interview material, Ib will be recalled (see Tables 10-12 in Appendix
A) that our hypothesis in reganrd to expecling a positive relaltionship
hetween hich or Llow suﬁject designations and ratings made of bechavier in
specially doveloned "cogniltive style" sessions were nol borne ouwbt, This
was True for the extrame "high' or "low" groups as well as Lor Lhe
larger groups of "highs" and "lows™ for both the Binel and Gates crilterid
of change, for both of two independent raters. Additionnl findings be-
low based on an exagmination of hoth years? data will on occasion refewn
to the behavioral séssions. These are explained in detail in Appendix
A of this report.

Appendix B (interview) data and additional core data (for bLoth years

- separately) were transferred to IBM cards, and marginals and cross-

tabulations were obtained for both years by IBM counter-sorter proce-
dures. Additional punched data not included in Appendix B intenrview
schedules of couwrse included collateral matervial, such as family's eth-
nic background, sex of index child, school attended fer the IDS program,
date that index child entered program, initial Binet, Gates, PI'/I' scorus,
and higﬁ low staltue based on the changes in these scores, bchavioral
sessions ratings for Ycar I Ss, position with regard to the median of

the distribution of ITPA composite scores (for Year I1 Ss only ol coursc),
the intewvicew ratings, and all scowves-on the MCPS scales (for Year 1T Ss),

elo,
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Critovion measunes wenro ol

course el or low statns based on thoe
chanee measures already described in preceding chaplers, [nteingic to
the dintoenl ol the curvent duvestigobions ave the vatings bacaed on thé
Family dinterview procedures Lor both years, The descreiption ol Findines
below will begin wiih “the forogoing considerations,

The bulk of the prescent chapter is concerned with examining the roe-
l&tionsnip ol epecilic interview items and data with our hivh-low cwi-
teria. Not all itoms were exploved. Llimination of certain items was
based on careful a pribri consideration based primarily on the marginal
distribations that aincrged, Carefuliy considered and plamed before
the actual "running” of the data was the collapsing and combining of
coded parts., Im many instances, the distribution ol responsces permittad
comparisons based only on the extreme cascs for each item. 1In other
instances, however, collapsing coded parts seemed to yield the most reoa-
sonable cut-offs for comparison purposcs. It was thus possible, fTor
each item, to makc decisiéns based on maximizing the N to be employed
Tor analysis purposcs,

Ns for MHich-Tow Criteria and Statistical Mcthods Emploved

For both phasces of the Interview (Forms ¥ and II), the Ns cmployed
with regard to the basic high-low criteria differed according to whether
or not ipterview items or rating scales were being examined, The fol-
lowing applied to both years of the study and concerns the busic high-
low criteria cmployed:

Years T and TI--ratinge scales vs., hich-low criteria. As can be
L)

seen in Tables 13 and 14, the. eriteria when rating scales were examined
consisted of high-Llow and very high--very low status for the Binet and

Gates change score distributions (Year 1) and the Binet and PPVT change

72
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secore dlishkribultions (Yeaw IT).  These were detined s Fhose Ss Falling
within the upper and Lower 30th pereentilces Lor cach measuve Lo Che. vowy
high and very Low designations, and the upper and Lower H0Lh porcentiles
for the high and low designations for cach measurcs  In both Tables 13
and L, it will be notea that the Ns for cach comparison vary, ‘This
emeryes das o function, for coah chpuriSoh3 of whether {hc § falls dinto
the section of the erilterion distribﬂtion required For inclusion in the
comparison and whether he is or isu't a ﬁcan't rate™ designation on the

rating scales themsclves,

Years T and Tl--interviow items vs, hich-low criteria., ALL remain-

ing compurisons employed position above or below the median on the basioc
high-low c¢riteria for both years (Binet and Gates change scores and B@nut
and PPVI change scores), That is, '"highs" were defined as those Ss
Talling above the median of the relevant distribution of change scores,
while "lows™ as below the median., This procedure was adopted hecause
many items in both forms of the interview involved small mubers of cases.
As a result, it was felt that using a truncated sample based on more
extreme cut-offs of the distribution would result in loss of information

concerning the relevant variabhles,

Statistical methods. With only a few exceptions, non-parametric

statistical techniques were employed. This was necessitated by

the nature of the distributions, Tourfold contingency-tables were used
in most cases. Thus, unless otherwise indicated, the analysis performed
was a 2 X 2 chi square analysis, correciced by Yates procedures for small
cell frequencics. DIxceptions to the foregoing will be indicatced when
findings are presented. These consist cssentially of comparisons :in

which it was possible to use t-tests. Note, avalyses in conncction with

2

Note, For both yeawrs, only Rater A's patings were employoed Tor analysis
purposes,  Good veliability Findings made this possible.
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the rating scoles (described dmmediatoly beliow) were basced on dicholomiz-
altion above and boelow the hypothetical midpoint of the rvating sowlo.,
An Olivoetti-Underwood Progeamma LOL was used Tfor computing all qmalvsoes.,

ihindings--Yoear D

Ratingzs Rased on Tanily Dehavior Duwmine Inlerview vs, Dasic llich-Low

Al b

Criteria

.All the ratings derived from the Form I intevrvicw procedure were
found to bear no relationship Lo high-low status or to very hicly or very
Low status as delfined by change scores for the Binet and Gates-MeGinitices
measures, Results were consistertly nonsignilicant for these meoasures,
Table 13 presents the Ns and chi-square values for the various companrisons
we ran. It is thus seen that our primavy hypotheses in Year I have notl
been confivmed., The romuining parts of this seclion consider more
specific interview variables, demographic and otherwise,

Cross-Tabulations~~Interview Ttems vs, Basic High-Tow Criteria

The comparisons described below indicate the lanrge number exanined.
Significant findings and suggestive trends for Form I are summarized
in Tables 15 and 16. It should he of course noted that the number of
significant findings obtained is not excessive--indeed might ceven Le
expected by chance~--in the light of the large number of comparisons
ran, Comparisons arc roughly grouped by areas--demographic, inlcr-
active, etc. For each comparison, culb-off poinls are indicated as
well as the total N involved for cach compafison.

I. Backeround Information--Index Child, +three major items were in-

vestigated: sex, school, and date of entrance into the Institute pro-

gram ol i:he index child,

| [Arun:provaea o eric
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Ao Sex. Mules vee Fomales were eross-tabulated wilhe

(1) Nigh-how Binct status (N: 35)

(2) Hich-Low Gutes status (N: 28)

(3) TDach of ©Lwo raters’ global ralings of counitive avd
communicational style based on the behavioral sessions
(Ng: 29 and 30)

(1) Glohal rating of index clild {in interview (N: 306)

(5) Initial Stanfocd-Binet scores (end of Kindaprgarten, 1405)
employing a Lt-test (N: 306) |

(6) Tuirtial Gates NCGinitié.Reading Test scores {end of Lirst
grade, 19GG) also employiung a L-test (N: 30)

The foregoing compurisons resulted in nonsignificant Lindings.

B, School child attends. The Publie School (P.S. 68, 75, 90,
cr 175) attended by the index child was cross-tabulated with
(2 x U contingency tables were used) :

)]
J

(521

(1) High-Low Binet status (N: 3
(2) HMigh-Low Gates status (N: 28)
(3) Global rating of index ohild in interview (N:36)
The first comparison resulted in a nonsignificant finding
A significant relationship (second comparison) emerged (P <.05),
with P, S. 79 ppodueing considerably more lows on the Gates critewrdion
than thé other schools.
The third compqrison vielded a "trend.,"” There was an indication for
P.S. 90 to produce more $8s rated high on the global rating than the
other schools (p<.202.10). |

C. Date child cnkered IDS prooram, Dates were coded For those
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Ss who entered in 1903 (prekindersarten) and 1960 (Kindergarton) woe-

Sy who conploled 5 vs. I yoears of

sulting in a oeulbling-poinl buﬁod 0J1
THS elussds. These desivnations werae cross-tabnlated wilkh:
(1) Migh-Low Binclk status (N: 35)
(2) Vigh-Low Gales status (N: 28)
(3) Globkal wating of index child in interview (N:30)
() Tnitial Stanford-Binel scores (end of Kindergaeten, 1905)
employing a L-test Qﬂ:’SG)
(5) Initial Gates MeGinities Reading Test scurés (end of
Tivst grade, 1966) employing a lL-test (N: 29)
The foregoing conpavisons all resulted in nonsignilicant findings.

IT. Intervicw Information: the number of pewrsons present ot the dn-

tenvicw was dicholomized iﬁto 4 or fewer persons vs. 5 or more. These
were cross-tabulated with the Tollowing:
(1) Global Ffamily rating (N: 36)
(2) Giobal rating of index child in interview (N:306)
(3) Global rating of siblings (N: 33)
(4) Rating for listening and attentional skills (N: 36)
(5) Rating for task furtherance N: 306)
(6) Rating of conceptual level (M: 36)
(7) Rating of mode of communication (N: 36)
AlL but the lust comparison yielded nonsignificant findings.
The last comparison yielded a trend: there was a tendency (p <.20> .10}
For families with fewer persons present to be rated higher in mode of
comumunication thun were the families with a greater muwber of persons
present at the interview.

LTI, Demograpbic Data:  Family conposition. Within this arca four items

(76):
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were investicated:  poarontad Uicures Livigg fo the houscholds; vumber ol
permancul houschold residents; muber of giblings older Lthan the index

cliildy and age ol yvoungest cehiild al home.

Ao Varental ficures Liviog in the hovechold wus dichotomized info

those inslwices in which only o mother Figure Lived in the houschold vs,
those in which bolh parents lived in the household, Thesc conpuriscn
groups wene cross~lLabulated with fhe Following variables:

(1) High-Low Binet status (N: 35)

(2) - ligh-T.ow Gates status (MN: 28)

(3)  Global rating of Ffamily (N: 30)

(1)  Global rating of index child in interview (N:30)

(5) Global rating of siblings (N: 33)

The foregoing comparisons all yielded nonsignificant findings.

B, Numbecr of permanent; household residents was collapsed into

n

three major alternatives: 3-1 persons; 5-6 perséns; and 7 or moire per-
sons (2 x 3 analyses were émployed)o These were compared with:
- (1) Global rating of family (N:36)
(2) Global rating of the index child (N:30)
The foregoiﬁg comparisons all yielded nonsignificant findings.

C. Number of siblings older than the index child was collapsed

into three major alternatives: none; 1-2; and 3 or more (2 x 3 analyses
were employed). These were cross-tabulated with:
(1) High-Low Binet status (N:35)
(2) High-Low Gates status (N:28)
(3) Each of two raters’ global ratings of cogunitive and
communicational style bascd on the behavioral scessions

(Ns: 29 and 30)

Q | ' (77)
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(") Clobal poting ol dndex cliild cin dntepviow (Mei0)

The Foresoiigs conparisons all yiclded nonsignd Uicant Lindings,

h., Ace ol youneest ehild at home was collapsoed dnto throe major

A

allternatives: dinlant Lo 5 yearss; (-8 years; and 9-1L yours (2 x 3
analyses were cuployed) .,  These were uross—tubuiuted wilhs
(L) Migh-Low Binct stutus (N:35)
(2) High-Tow Gates slatus (N:28)
(3) FEach of two vater’s global ratines of cognilive and com-
muricational style basced on the hehuvioral'scssions
(N 28 and 29)
(1) Global vating of index child in interview (N:34)
Tha foregoing comparisons all yiclded nonsignificant findings.

TV, Crowdledness and Jousing,. This avea was represented primarily by

the Crowdedness Ratio derived by dividing the number of permanent presi-

dents by the number of rooms in the aportment. Cut-offs established
were: at least one room per person (N:17) vs. less than one room pop
person (N:18). This index was cross-tabulated with the following
variables:
(D High—Low.Binet status (N:3W)
(2) High-TLow Cates status (N:28)
(3) Global rating of index child in interview (N:35)
(4) CGlobal. rating of siblings (N:32)
(5) Global family wrating (N:35)
(G) One raterts global rafings of cognitive and communi.ca-
tional style bascd on the behavioral sessions (N:30)
AlL bulb comparisons (3) and (6) yiclded nonsignif&cant findings.

For compavison (3), Tthere was a tendency m{_].()).()i')) for Jess S

0 . (78)
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B

crowded conditions to be ossoclated with luighor rabings of tho dndex

eliidd d3 Ehe interviow, ‘07f97'0g

For comparvison (6), theve was o trend (00005 .05) Foroa hicher

"
e
ralting of the index child in the behavioral sessions Lo be associutoed

with move crowded conditions,

V. Family®s Opivins ol Physical Mobility., This area was invesiicoted

with two mujor ilems: mother's bipthplace und o eross-index for molhovs

“born in the South only with Tthe age they lelt thein birthplacea The

cross—-index secemed to be important because of the number ol mothers

born in Lthe South (N=22).

A. DMothor's hirthplece was dicholomized into those born in the

North and those born in the South. This twolold classiflicaltion was com-
pared to:
(L) Global rating of mother (N:33)
(2) Global rabing of Family NEJM)
(3) ﬁigh~Low Binet status (N:33)
- () High-Low Gates status (N:27)
(5) Initial Binet scores (end of Kindcergarten, 1965) emPIOying
a t-test (N:34)
(6) Initial Cates McGinitlie Reading Test Scores (und of fivst
grade, 1966) also employing a t-test (N:29)
ALl of the foregoing comparisons yielded nonsignificant findings.

B. Ace mother left the South was split for those mothers who Lol

the South L6 ycars of age and under and Lhose mothers who Llelt the Soulkh
17 years of age and over, ‘This dicholomy was cross-tabulated with:
(1) Clobual vating of mother (N:22)

(2) High-Low Binet status (N:21)
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(3)  ligh-Tow Gates status (N2 17)
(1) DLl Binet scores (cnd oll Kinderwarten, 1005) cnploy-
ing o kbetest (N:22)
(5)  Inditial CGates MeGinitic Reading Test scopes (end of £ival
grade, 19606) also employing o b-test (N:).8)
ALL of the [oregoing comparisons bukt one (comparvison ) y:i.el(’lo.(;
nonsignilicant Hindings,
For compavison (), it was found (p <.05) that mothers who skoyed
in the South longer bore index childrven with higher initial Binet scorcs.

VI, Dmplovment I'ntterns.  The major item of interest in this area wos

whether the moiher was working, This was dichotomized into thosce employed
Full or pavt-time, and those unemployed. This item was compared wilh:

(1) Glebul rating of mother (N:306)

(2) CGlobal rating of family (©:30)

(3) High-Low Binel status (N:35)

(#) High-~Low Gatecs status (N:28)

- The foregoing comparisons yieldad nonsignificant findings.

" VII. Family's llealth. This area was tapped by one item, llas the index

child had to be abscnt from school For morce than a few days in any onoe

schoul vear? The item was split on the basis of a No vs. Yes response,

It was compared with:
(1) Iligh-Low Binect status (N:35)
(2) High-Low Gates status (N:28)
(3) Behavioral scssion vating (Rater 1) of cognitive and com-
municational style (N:29)
(") Behavioral scssion ll‘il‘l_‘;i.ll,\j" (Rater 2) of coguitive and com-

minicational style (N:30)
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Comprozison (1) viclded a steony trend (lg«j;flﬂ > 06) . hidex ohilt-
dren who wore absceol Fop mufu Chan o Lew days during the yean weroe
Found to bLe pated hicher dn Lerms ol hioh-low Dinel status Thoan those
who werae not.

The romaining comparisons yicelded pnonsiend Cicant Findbivgs.

VIXL. Lducakionnd Aspirations.  This arvca was tapped by the Tollowing

items:  consistency between the index ehild'™s and mother’s aspivations

P
accuracy of mother’s schooling estimote For siblings-—including index
child; last grade molhenr completed; and location ol motherfs schooling,

A. Congisteoney betweon mothen™s aspirabions for dndex child and

index child’s own aspirations. The culb-offs for thése items were ne-

sponses of index and mother which were consistent, co.g., bolth proivs-
sional, and recsponses ol irdex and mother which were not consistent
(discrcpant). This dichotomy was comparced witlh:

(1) Global rating of index child in interview (N:22)

(2) Global rating ol mother (N:22)

(3) High-Low Binet status (N:21)

(#) High-Low Gates status (N:18)

The foregoing comparisons yielded nonsignificant findings.

Q2

B. Acouracy of mother’s schooline cstimate for index child. Three

alternatives were cmployed for this item. Responses that indicated
accurate estimates, responses that indicated recasonably accurate estimates,
and those responses indicating little or no accuracy (2 x 3 analyses
were computed). These classilications were comparaed with:

(1) High-Low Binﬁt status (N:18)

(2) Jiwh-Low Gates stabus (N:15)

(3) Clobal rating of index child in interview (N:19)
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(1) CGlobal ra.'t:.i ng of )1'10"..']'10'].‘. (N:1D)
(5) Motherts role in maintaining rules aof offective com-
mication (N:19)
(6) Global wrating of family (N:19)
All but comparison (1) yielded nonsignificant findings.
Comparison (4) yiclded a trend (}9_(.20) .10): mothers rated higher
tended to have greater accuracy in their estimates of schooling.

C. Accuracy of mother's schooling estimate for siblings (including

index child). Again, this item's cul-offs were: accurate, reasonably
accurate, and lf.t'tle or no accuracy, resulting in a 2 x 3 analysis.
Thesa were compared with:

(1) Global rating of siblings (N:20)

The comparison yielded a nonsignificant finding.

D. Last crade mother completed. Cut-offs for this item were:

0-9 years of schooling; 10-11 years of schooling; and 12 years of school-

ing or high school graduation (2x3 analyses were employed). Cross-
fabulations were run with the following'variable's:
(1) Global rating of mother (N:30)
(2) Global rating of index child in interview (N:30)
3 Glé)bal r;xti_ng of siblings (N:33)
(4) Global rating of family (N:35)
(5) High-Low Binet status (N:35)
(6) High-Low Gates status (N:28)
(7) Behavioral session rating (Rater 1) (N:29)
(8) Behavioral session lrating (Rater 2) (N:30)
(9) 1nitial Binet scores--two comparisons employing t-tests,
0-9 vs. 12 years and 0-9 vs. 10-11 years (N:29)
(10) Initial Gates scorccs--two comparisons employing f-tests,
s;éc above (N:17)
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The Loregoing Qomparisons, with the cxuepTiou 6f comparisons (3)
and (1), yielded nonsignifiéant Findings.

Compurison (3) resulted in a significant finding (p <.05): siblings
rated high in cognitive style came from families with mothers who com-
pleted high school.

Comparison (4) resulted in a trend Q1<J}l[>.05): a positive
association was found between number of years of mother's schooling and
global Family rating.

E. Locavion of mother's schooling. Cut-offs for this item were:

Worthern or western urban or suburban (including New York City) vs.
Southera (urben and rural combined). This dichotomy was cross-tahulated
with:
(1) Global rating of mother (N:32)
Findings were nonsignificant.

IX. Community Participation versus Isolation. Items reflecting group

membership in the community were of primary interest in this area.

A. Does mother belong to clubs or groups. The dichotomy for this

item was: no memberships in any clubs vs. moderately/very active mem-

bership in at least one group or.club. These were cross-tabulated with:
(N Global rating of mother (N:31)
(2) Global rating of family (N:31)
(3) High-Low Binet status (N:31)
(4) High-Low Gates status (N:2W)
The foregoing comparisons all resulted in nonsignificant findings.

B. Do children belong to clubs. Three cut-offs were employed:

none or most of the children do not belong to any clubs or groups; all

children ara menbers of at least sne club and are moderately or very

(83)
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active; and all children bolong to clubs in which they ave all vepy
active (2 x 3 analyses werce employed). These were compared witl:
(1) Global rating of index child in interview (N:3G)

i)

(2) Global rating of siblings (N:33)

(3) Global rating of family (N:36)

()  High-Low Binet status (N:35)

(5) High-Low Gates status (N:28)

(6) Behavioral session rating--Rater 1 (N:29)

(7}  Behavioral session rating--Rater 2 (N:30)
AlL of the Foregouiaz comparisons resulted in nonsignificant findings.
Comparison (2), however, yielded a trend (p <.20».10). Siblings

wino were more Righly rated in cognitive style tended to show less

participation in clubhs than children who were rated low.

The next arca of the interview analysis incorporates information
concerning the availability and encouragement of verbal interchange as
well as reading encouragement in the home. Family structure, i.e., role

assigrment, is included. We have called this general area the intecractive

aspects of our interview content.

X. Availability of Adults for Verbal Interehangé. Items in this area

included those reflecting the frequency of the index child's contact
with adults, family verbal interchanges, and ratings of stability of

the eating arrangement in the home.

A, Frequency of index child's contact with adults. The dichotomy
for this item was daily vs rarely, i.e., once a month or every few

wecks, These were compared with:

(1) Global rating of index child in interview (N:18)

o
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(2) MNigh-Low Binet status (N:20)

(3) lligh-Low Gates status (N:1.8)
This item was also run against daily vs. weekly contact, and theso
were compared with:
(1) CGlobal ratiﬁg of index child in intervicw (N:20)
(2) High-Low Binet status Q§:2d)
(3) iligh-Low Gates status (N:106)
ALl of the foregoing yielded nohsignificant findings.

"B. Does family have conversatiois at-meals. TFor this item, yes

responses were compared with combined allternatives Ffor responses indicating
that sometimes there were conversations, or that there were no conver-
satione at all. This split was run against:
1) Global rating of index child in interview (N:306)
(2) Global rating of siblings (:33)
(3) Global rating of family (N:36)
) Rating of ilistening and attention ékills (N:36)
- (5) Rating of transitions and sequencing (N:36)
(6) Rating of mother's role in maintaining the rules of ef-’
fective communication (N:35)
(7) High-Low Binet status (N:35)
(8) High-Low Gates status (N:28)
(9) Behavioral session ratings for both raters (Ns:29 and 30)
All of the foregoing yielded nonsignificant findings.
.07 p7.l0
However, there was a trend in comparison (9) (E_<.20:>.10): index

children who were rated higher tended to come from families where there

werc conversations at mealtimes.

C. Rating of the stability of the family's ecating arranucments.

(85)
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For this item, the dichotomy employed was: those families which re-

ported no subyroup arcvongements at meals vs. those families that w»o-

ported consistent subgroup arvangements., This was comparcd with:

(1)
(2)
(3)
(

Nt

o)

o
2J

High-Low Binet status (N:30)
High-Low Gates status (N:23)

Global rating of Family (N:31)

Behavioral session rating--Rater 1. (N:24)

Bzhavioral session rating--Rater 2 (N:25)

All of the foregoing resulted in nonsignificant findings.

', Does mother like ve be asked questions (mothers' answers). This

no, Or no.
(L
(2)

(3)

(6)

findings.

Comparison (#4) yiclded a trend (p<.10>.05): families

3 (*)
(5).

item was dichotomized into yes vs. responses of sometimes yes, sometimes

These were compared with:

Global rating of mother (N:36)

Mothers role in maintaining rules of effective conmunica-
tion (N:35) |
Globél rating of index child in intérview (N:306)

Global rating of family (N:36).

High-Low Binet status (N:35)

High-Low Gates status (N:28)

Three of the six comparisons (1), (2), and (5) yielded nonsignificant

Comparison (3) indicated a significant relationship (p {.02) between
‘the index child's interview rating and wnether motier liked to be asked

uestion: ositive relationship).
questions (positive relationsliip) .407’P7'05

that received

higler cognitive style ratings tended to have mothers who indicated that

they liked being asked questions.

(0)
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Comparison (6) yiclded a significant finding L(’ 05 ) molthoers

who liked being asked guestions produced index childron who ware "highs"
on the Cates change criterion.

B, Dces mocher Like to be wskod questions--children’s asscessment.

For this item comparison groups were divided into those Tamilies in
which @ll the children agfe@d on a yes response vs. those Tamilics in
which the children all said no or séme said yes and some no. This split
was compared with:

(1) Global rating of mother.(§:32j

(2 Mother's role in maintaining rules of effective commnica-

tion (N:31)
(3) Glohal rating of family (N:32)
. 32

() Global'rating.of index child in interview (N:32)

-

(5) Each of two rater's behavioral session ritlnﬁs (Ns:26 and 26)
(6) High-Low Binet status (N;31)
(7) High-Low Gates status (E:25j
(8) Global rating of siblings (N:30)
All of the comparisons but (4) and (7) yielded nonsignificant find-
ings,
Comparison (4) yielded a promising trend (p<.1073 .05): index
children received higher cognitive style ratings when they themselves
felt their.mcthers liked to bu asked questions,
Comparison (7) yielded a highly significant finding (p €.001): index
children who thought their mother liked to be asked questions had the
largest change scores on the Gates driterion.

F. What kinds of questions do children ask. This was split on

three dimensions: questions pertaining to play or recreation; questions

(87)
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which pertain to inmediately useful informations; and questions which are

{ information-sceking primarily in academic areas (2 x 3 analysas were

employed) .
1)
(2)
(3)
()

(5)

These were compared withs:

liigh-Low Binet status (N:17)

High-Low Gates status (N:15)-

Global rating of siblings (N:17)

Rating of mother's role in maintaining nrules of eflfective
communication (N:106)

Rating of attention and listening skills (N:17)

All of the foregoing resulted in nonsignificant findings.

G. Does it bother mother if children talk when she's working

around the house--children's assessment. Yes responses (nost or all of

the children) for this item were compared with no responses (most or all

ey
(2)

©
o)
)
©)
All.but

of the childvren) for the following variables:

Global rating of mother (N:27)

Mother's role in maintaining rules of effective commnica-
tion (N:27)

Family global rating (N:27)

Global rating of index child in interview (N:27)

High-Low Binet status (N:29)

High-Low Gates status (N:23)

comparison (1) yielded nonsignificant findings.

Comparison (1) yielded a trend (p<.1l0>.05): mothers whose children

claimed were bothered by their talk when they (mothers) work around

the house tended to receive higher ratings of cognitive style than

mothers reputedly not so bothered.

(88)
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ehildren's assessment. Yes vs. no responses For this item werc compared

with:
(1) Glokal rating of mothen (E:?S)
{2) Mother's role in maintaining rules of effective communica-
| tion (N:2W)
(3) Global rating of family (N:25)
(') Global rmating of index child in interview (N:25)
(5) High-Low Binel status (N:26) .
(6) MHigh-Low Gates status (N:21)

A1l of the foregoing comparisons hut comparison (5) yielded non-
éighificant findings.

Comparison’ (5) yielded a trend (p {.203.10): Index children Qho.
tended to be 'highs™ on the Binet change criterion came from Families
where the children said the mother is not bothered if. children talk whilé
she's shopping.

XI. Availability of Reading Material and Encouragement of Reading. This

area was tapped with the item, Does anyone tell stories to the children.
Responses of no vs. yes were cross-tabulated with: |
(1) Global rating of index child in intefview (N:36)
.(2) Global rating of éiblings (N:33)
(3) High-Low Binet status (N:35)
(4) High-Low Gates status (N:28)
The foregoing all yie]ded nonsignificant findings.

XII. Parent's Knowledcee of Activitics and Whereabouts of Children. Mother

recollection of the index child's activitics as well as school-age sib-

lings' activities were the primary items of interest in this arca.

(89)
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A, Mother's reeollcection of index child's activibtics., ‘the alternabives

Tor this item were dichotomizod into clear recollection va, vaguo on 1'10_,;';
recollection. ‘These were compared wilh:

(L) Global rating of mother (N:34)

(2) Global rating of index child in intewrview (N:31)

(3) MHigh-Low Binet status (N:33)

() I»_{ighnLow'C‘.ates status (N:26)

The foregoing yielded nonsignilicant [Cindings..

B. Mother's recollection of school-age siblings’ activitics., The
dichotomized cut-olfs we.re again, clear precollection ve. viwua or no
recollection. These were compared with: |

(1) 6lobal rating of mother (N:29)
(2) Global rating of siblings (N:29)
There were nonsignificarﬁ: f:indings for -bot.h of the foregoing

comparisons.

XTTI.Role Assignment_and Stability of Roles in the Family.

. A. Do children have stable role assignments. Comparison groups

‘were defined by yes responsels vs. 1o responses. These were compaiéed witl:
(1) Global rating of family (N:26)
(2) Globhal rating of index child in interview (N:206}
(3) Global rating of siblings @_23:)
G Mothér'_s role in ma:i.n'tainj;ng rules of effective eommunica—’
tion (N:25)
(5) Behavioral segsion rat:ihgs of index child Ffor each of two

raters (N's:1Y and 20)

(6) IHigh-Low Binct status @:-25)

(7N High-Low Cates status (N:21)

Qo | R (90




None of the foregoing compavisons yielded significant findings,

B. llow doces vole assivnment work oul was dichotomized into two ,

cateygories:

most childeen usnally do their job vs, the combined

alternatives, sometimes it works out on it does not work out at all.

These were cross-tabulated with:

)

()
(6)

Global rating of family (N:36)

Global rating of mother (N:30)

Mother's role in maintaining rules of effective communica-
tion (N:35) |

Behavioral session ratiﬁgs of index child for each of two
raters (N's:29 and 30)

High-Low Binet status (N:35)

High-Low Gates status (N:28)

None of the foregoing yielded significant findings.

. Why does mother feel that family members should be responsible '

for doing different things avound the house. This item was dichctom?zed

()
3
)
()

into those responses that stressed learning and training vs. those lThat
did not. This was compared with:

(1)

Global rating of mother (N:35)

Global rating of family (N:35)

Global rating of index child in interview (N:35)
High-Low Binet status (N:31)

High-Low Gates status (N:27)

None of the foregoing yiclded significant findings.
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Lindings--=Year T

Ratines Pased on Toemily Behavior During Intorview ve. Basic Hish=Tow

Criteria

Findings bascd on Form IL comparisons ol ratings bascd on the family
interview and basic high-low data with regard to the index chiildeen
are presented in Table L. Although there were no significant indlrns
based on the usual-eriteria, two rcasonably strong trends emaerged--bhobhb
in the expected direction. Ratings basad on Mode of Commﬁnication bhean
a strong and positive relationship to.Higthdw Binet status Q3<.10:>.05),
as defined by the upper and lower U0th percentiles on the Binet dis-
crepancy score distribution. The phi correlation coefficient derived
on ‘the basis éf the chi square value is .33. Table 14 also shows that
the Clobal Rating for Siblingslalso bears a strong and positive rela-
tionship to the PRPVL extreme (very high——very low) criterion (Q<:.10>»,05)
defined by the upper and lbwer 30th percentiles of the PPVIE change
scores distribution. The phi correlation éoefficient based on the chi

1

square value in this case was found to bhe U7,

Cross-Tabulations-~Personality and Language Ability Scorces vs. Inter-

view Ratings, High-ILow Critéria, and Lach Other

I. Missouri Children’s Picture Sceries. Nolte, MUPS scores were split

at. the median of .the distribution of scores for each scale.

A, MCPS ConFormiﬁX scores were compared to:
() Clobal rating of family (N:30)
(2) Global rating of index ehild in interview (W:30)
(3) Global rating of siblings (N:2W)

()  Rating of mode of comnunication (N:30)
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(5)  Rating ol listening {111(].l.'.1'l: Leution Sk.i..’l..]_."; (N:30)
(0)  Rating of task Turtherance (N:30)

(7)  Rating ol conceptual Level (K:30)

(8) Iigh-Low Binet status (N:28)

(9)  Migh-Lew DPVI status (N:30)

ALL Inmt comparisons (2) and () yiclded nonsignilicant Lindings.

Comparison (2) [indings showed & significant positive rclatinnshin
(P < .05) between the Globul rating of the index child .in the interview
and MCPS Conformity scores in that children rated higher in cegnitive

" style tended to be more conforming on the MCPS scale.

higher in mode of communication tended to produce index cuildren who

' Comparison () yielded a trend (p<.10>.05): families rated
|
|
scored higher in MCPS Conformity.

B. MCPS Maturity scores were compared to:

(1) Global rating of family (N:28)

(2) Global rating of index o‘hild in interview (N:28)

(3) Global rating of siblings (N:23)

(') Rating of mode of oommul‘lric'ation (N:28)

(5) Rating of listening and attention skills (N:28)

(6) Rating of task furtherance (N:28)

(7) Rating of conceptual level (N:28) |

.(8) High-Low Binet status (N:27)

(9) High-Low PPVI status (N:28)
All but c'0111p:11:'j.5011 (7) yiclded nonsignificant findings.
Comparison (7) resulted i.n a 'l:];"C!l}d. (p C.20>.10): children

scoring du more maturce on the MCPS tended to come Trom familics rated

higher on conceptual level.

(%)

-1
oo
P



C.o MCPS Arncpessivity scopes wera compared to:

(1)  Global rating ol l:"i.'l'lll.'i.]..y (N:20)

(2) Global rationg of dindex child in interview (N:20)
(3)  Global rating of siblings (N:22)

(") Rating of mode of communication (N:20)

(5) Rating ol listening and attention skills (N:Z206)

(6) Rating of task furtherance (N:26)}

(7) Rating of conceptual level (N:206)

(8) High-Low Binet stalus (N:23)

(9) High-Tow PPVEP status (N:25)

Comparisons (M), (5), (7)., and (9) yiclded nonsignificant findings
Comparison (2) yielded a significant finding. The remaiving comparisons
yieldéd "trends.,"

Compariscn (2) resulted in a finding significant at the <.05
level: index children vated higherlin cognitive style in The inkarvicw -
were significantly lower in MCPS Aggx‘ess:i.vlity.

Comparison (1) suggested a tendency for glchal family wraiings 'i:é
be inversely related (p- .20 ».10) to MCPS Aggressivity in that families
rated lower in conceptual and communicative style tended to produce
index children higher in aggressivity.

Comparison (3) indicated a. trend (p<.20>.10) fo.r olobal ratings
of siblings to be inversely related to MCPS Aggressivity scores in Llhat
index children scoring lower in MCPS Aggrcssivity tended to have siblings
rated higher in cognitive style.

Comparison (6) also resulted in n suggestive inverse trend (B<.20>.10)
for index children lower in MCDPS Aggressivity to come Lrom families

({ who were rated higher in taslk furtherance.

Q . (ou)
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And Finally, comparison (8) also yiclded a trend (p {.20 ».10)

for dindex childeren with the greatest gwins on the Binct cwilerion Lo

tend to score higher on MCPS Avuncssivily.

n.

MCPS Inhibition scovces were compared wilh:

)
@
)
(»
5)
©)
)
()
©)

Global rating ol Lfamily (N:30)

Global rating ol index child in intervicw (N:30)
Globul rating ol siblings (N:24)

Rating of mode of communication (N:30) .

Rating ol listening and alttention skills (T_\E:E!O)
R.:i'L‘:i.ng of task furtherance (N:30)

Rating of conceplual level (N:30)

High-Low Binel status (N:28)

High-Low PDPVI status (N:30)

All but comparison (4) yielded nonsignificant findings.

Comparison (4) resulted in a suggestive inversc trend (p <.20>,10) ':'

index childien scoring high in MCPS Inhibition tended to come from

familics rated low in mode of communication.

E.

MCPS Hvperactivity scores were compared with:

L
(2)

3y

()
(5)

" (6)

7
©)
)

Glohal rating of family (N:30)

Global rating of index child in interview (N:30)
Glohal raﬁ:irﬁg of siblings (N:2U)

Rating of mode of communication (N:30)}

Rating of listening and attention skills (N:30)
Rating of task furtherance (N:30)

Rating of conceptual level (N:30)

High-Low Binet status (N:28)

High-Low PPVT status (N:30)
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AL comparisons hul eompacdison (8) yicrded nonsignilicont Lindinges,

’

Compurison (¥) wvesulted in a teend (e 20> 10) Lowr dindex chii-
dren who scoved hivh i MCPS Hyperacliviity to =how The groeatesh gains

on the Binet cerwiterion.

L. Jllinois Test of Psycholineuistic Ability. Note, cut-olf poants

Lor these scores were taken at the median of the distribulion ol com-
posite (or total) scores Jor this instrimmont. This dichotony o
comparcd with:

(1) Global rating of family (N:28)

(2) Global rating of index child in interview (N:28)

(3} Global rating of siblings (N:23)

(") Rating of mode of communicotion (N:28)

(5) Rating of listening and attention skills (N:28)

(6) Rating of task furtherance (N:28)

(7) Rating of conceptual level (N:28)

(8) High-Low Binet status- (N:20)
. (9) High-Low PPVI status (N:26)

Comparison (8) yielded a highly significant finding (p <.03}): index
children who Iﬁade the greatest gains on Tthe Binet criterion scored high
on the ITPA.

Additional suggestive trends appeared (comparisons 3, U4, 5, and 7)
for high ITFA scovers to come from fanilies: in which siblings were

rated high in cognitive style (p<.10>.05); which were rated high in

mode of comnunieation (P<.203>.10); which wore rated high in listening
and attention skills (p <.20>.10); and which were rated high in cen-

'c:ep'L‘u,uJ_ level (p «.20>.10).
< .
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1L, MOPS vs, TEPAL The cut-ol s noted above werae cmployed whoen tha

LIPA composite score was compaved with the Following MCES scores:
(1 MePS Conformity scale (N:28
(2)  MCPS Maturity scale (N:26)
(3)  MCLs Auuressivily scale (N:20H)
(4) MCPS Inhibition scale (N:Z8
(5) MCPS Oyperactivity scale (N:28)
The forcgoing comparisons all yielded nonsignificant Cindings.

Cross-Tabulations-~Intevvicew Ttems vs, Busie Migh-Low Criteria end

Personality and Lanouoge Scores

I. Backeround Information--Tiodex Child, As with Form I, Tthrece mainv

items were explored: sex, school, and date of entrance into the Insti-
tute program of the index child.
A. Sex. Males vs. females were cross-tabulated with:
(1) lligh-Low Binet status (N:28)
(2) High-ILow PPVI status (N:29)
L (3) Global rating of index child in interview (N:30)
(#). Initial Binet status (N:29)

(5) Initial PPVI status (N:30)

Comparison (5) yielded a significant finding (p <.0l) in that males

scored significantly higher in initial PI'VT status than females.
The remaining comparisons yielded nonsignificant findings.

B. School child attends. The Public School (68, 79, 175, or

200) attended by thae index child was cross-tabulated with:
(1) High-Low Binet status (N:28)
(2) High-Low PDPVI status (N:30)

(3) GClobal rating of index child in interview (N:30)
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Comparvisons (1) and {3) yeilded nonsionificant Dindings.
Comperison (2 resulled do o froend . (<0203 .10) Fon akttendance o
at P 8§, 88 o be rolated Lo bighor eaing on the PPV oritoerion,

C. Date child entercd THE procran,  Dates were coded For thosce

R

entoeiug the peogeam o L9604 (proekindergarten) and 1965 (indewrganrten)

resulting in a cutiéing~point based on s who compleoted & vs, 4 ycurs of

IDS classes. These designations were cross-tabulated with:

lomnY
H
A —
—

High-Low Binet status (N:28)

(2 High--Low PPVY status (N:30)

A

(3) Initial Binet statvns (N:29)

(1)  Initial PPVT status (N:30)
ALL but comparison (2) resulted in nonsignificant Lindings.
Comparison (2) yielded.a trend @(.20>‘,10) For ecarlier erl'l:rz:m‘té

(1964) achieving smaller gains on the PPVE change criterion.

I¥. Interview InfTormution: The number of persons present at the inter-
view was dichotomized into H or Fever persons present vs. 5 or more.
These were cross~-tubuvlated with the Following:

(1) Global rating of siblings (N:2H)

(2) Global rating of the index child in interview (W:30)

(3) Global rating of family (N:30)

(4) Reting ol mode of. communication (N:30)

(5) Rating of listening and attention skills (N:30)

(6) Rating of task fuxtherance (N:30)

(7) Rating of abstfa'ctness,' elaboration and clarity (N:30)

Comparison (3) yiclded a siwnificant finding (p «.05): the fewer

the number of persons at the interview, the higher the global rating

off that family.

o ' (08)
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Comparison (L, 2, and 1) y:i.e.'l_'_'!(f.('l. trends din thatt The Fewoer Lhe
nomber off peesona b the dnteevicw, the hicher were the LolLlowine {1
ratines:  wlobal rpoakinge of siblinges (“]'_;.«(u}_’(.} >.10) 5 elobul valting off
index child (D «.10%.05); and vating ol mode of commmication (n <. 2’0}., Liny .
The remaining comparisens were nonsienilicant.

111, Demographic Dalo:  Family composition. Within this aren, throeco

items were investigoted: parvental Figures Living in the housebolds nime
bor of permancnlt houscheld residents; and numbewr of siblings older than

the 'index cohild,

A. Parcntat Ficuves livine in tho bouschold was dichotomized into
LY S

those in which a mother Figurce only Lived in the houscehold vs, Those
in whieh Dboth parents lived.in the house_holdu These compurisonés were
c;i1osS—'talmlated with the following variables:

(i) High-Low Binet status (N:28)

(2) High-Low PPVT status @:30)‘

(3) Global rating of 5.r1dex child in interview (N:30)
. ' () Global. rating of siblings (N:24)

(5) Global rating of family @:30}

None of the foregoing yielded signilicant findings.

B. Number of permanent household residents was collapsed into, for
comparison (1) below 2 to Y4 persons vs, 5 or more, TFor comparisons (2)
and (3), three alternatives were employed (2 x 3 analyses): 2-H persons;
5 or 6 persons; and 7-9 persons. This item was compared to:

(1) Number of p;‘-:rS()ﬁs presén’t alt interview (N:30)
(2) Global rating of family (N:30)

(3) CGlcbal ruting of index child in interview (N:30)

Comparison (1) resulted in a signilicant, positive relationship
o . (99)
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(L ¢ 02) s mizh he expectad,
The remaining compaurisons yiclded nousicnificanl Findings.

Co  Nomber ol siblincs older thim index ohild was collapsad into

none or ouly one sibling older thun the index ohild vs. +hree or more
childvén older Lhan The index child, This dichotomy was companved withs
(1) Higb-Low Binet status (N:1L8)
(2) MNigh-Low PRV status (N:20)
(3) Global rating nf¢indGX'qhild in dnterview (N:20)
The First 1o comparisons yicelded nonsioniticant fiﬁdings,
Comparison (3) yielded a trend (Q.<QEU;>,10) Tor none or one sibling
older than index child to be ussociuted with Ligher global raltings fou
that index child,

. - B p - ] - - .
IV, Crovdedness and Housing? Once again, this area was representod

primarily by a Crowdedness Ratio derived by dividing the number ol per-

manent residents by the nmumber of rooms in the apartmeni. 7This wags they
dichotomized into instances in Whieh there was ut least one room per
persan (N:11) vs. those in which there was less than one room available
per person (N:19). This dichotomy was cross-tabulated wilth the following:

(1) High-Low Binet status (N:28)

(2) ligh-Low PPVT status (N:20)

(3) ITPA Cecmposite séore (N:28)

(1) Global rating of index child in interview N}BQ)

(5) Global rating of siblings (N:2U)

(6) Global rating of Family (N:30)

Nonc of the foregoing compariscns yieldaed signifti -ant findings,

R
2 N g - . . . .
An additional item, oxpressions of greater satisfaction with present
apartmont vs, oexpressions off less satisfaction were run against glolal
rabing ol family (N:23). Resulls were nonsignilicant.
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V. lﬂﬂl&LL&QEQlleijLinglyl5I The mador dtom ol dnterest dn this oo wies

whoether the mothor was woekine,  This was dichotomizoed dnto thosce eomnloyad

duld--time veo those who were vonemployed,  This dichotomy wies compared witi:

(1)  Hhgh-Tow Binet stoatus (N:21)
() High-Yow TPVE status (N:23)
(3)' Global rating ol the index child in dintevview (N:23)
(1) Global rating of Family (:23)

ALL of the Forcgoing comparisons were nonsigrililcant,

VI. Tamily’s Health, This avea was Lapped by one item, dichotomizead

dinto children who were cither absenl LFrom school Tor more than a fow
days during the yeav preceding the interview or not absent from school
during this time. This dichotomy was compared with:
(1) High-Tow Binet status (N:28)
(2y MHigh-Tow PPVL status (N:30)
(3) Global rating of the index child in dinterview (W:30)°
None of the forcgoing comparisons yielded significant findings.

VII. Mother's Education; Aspirations of und for Children. ALL of the

items in this area that were examined with regard o Form I could not
be explored for Form II because of the nature of the distributions ob-
tained, For example, consistency betwéen mother's‘oeeupational aspira-
tions for the index child and fhe index child's own aspirations could

not be cxamined. JItoms in this arca for the current analysis included:

L+When I'orm T results were prescnted, secltion V presented findings in

comection with the Family's Origins and Physical Mobility. based cs-
sentially on wother®s bivtiplace and age mother lelt the south. These
were not [ourd possible to examine in conneclion with Fomm IT beeause
in the Tirst instance, it was Found that most of the mothers were honn
in the South, and in the sceond instance, mest of the mothers werae 17
years ol age or older, making a Ysplit" for analysis purposcs not
Teasible.
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mother™s ocoupaltional wspirations Fore the dndex childs dndeso child s

occupatiional aspieation; and the Logt geade the mother comnplotad,

Ao Mother™s occeupoisional aspivoation For o dpdow ehild,  These we-

sponscs were dichobomized fvto prolfessional aspivabions va, the rosponsc
that she wonts the child Lo choose his own jolb,  This was oross-
'tcd)pﬁL(rth! with:

(15 IMigh-Low Binet staltus [(N:20)

(2) High-Tow PPVID stalus (N:21)

The forcyoine comparisons yviclded nonsignificant Tindin
o o R B [

ores
PR

B, Index clhild's cocupations] aspiralion. Tor this itom, profos-

sional aspirations vs., all othen responses wewe dichotomized, and this
was cross-tabulated with:
.(l)' Migh-Low Binet stalus (N:2L)
(2) Migh-Lovw PRVE status (N:25)
(3) Global rating of the index child in interview N:25)
The foregoing éompawisons yielded nonsignific&nr Findings,

C. Last grade mother completed. ‘Two sets of collapsed codes wore

‘ cross-tabulated with the Tullowing variables. The first, a more exireme
‘ dichotomy, was: mothers who completed 0-~9 years of formal schooling vs,
those who eompletéd 12 years; and the larger classification of mothers
who had 0-11 years of férmal schédling vs. those who were high school
graduates. The Ns for each cross-tabulation for the forcgoing appear
following the relevant variable.

(1) lligh-Low Binct status (Ne:15, 28)

(2) Igh-Low PPVT status (Ns:27,30)

(3) LIPS composite score (Ns:17, 28)

(") Gdobal rating of The dndex c¢bild in interview (Ns:17, 30)

o ' : (L0Z)
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(57 Globod ratine o Familly (N}UfIV; 30)
(6)  Anmikial Binet secros (Ns: 1O, 293

Ladlial DVl seorcs (Nu:17, 50)

Nene ol the Forecoing comvovisons yiclded signdfeant Dindines,
However, theve were gome tronds,

When cxteemes werce compored (0-9 vs, 12 op more years ol Formal
schooling), for comparison (W) there was a suggestion (p <. 105> ,05) that
mothers wilth less schooling tended to prodice index childeen move fre-
gquently rated high in cognitive style.

When the laveer grpoup of mothers was exumined (0-11 years of

B
Ty

schooling vs, those who were high school graduates), comparison (%)
yielded a trend (p<.l0> ,05): tThere was a strong posilive assovcialion

between grade the mother completed and composite ITPA scoves; that is,

more cducated mothers tended to bear index children with higher TTDA
scores.

.

VIII,Comminity Participation vewrsus Tsolation, This area was htapped by

sthree items: does mother belong to clubs or groups; do children belong
to clubs; and frequency of mother's contact wilth Friends and relalives,

A. Does mother bcelone fto clubs or croups. Two sets of dicholomize-

tions were cross-tabulated Qith the threé variables listed below, These
were{ no memberships in any group or club vs. active membership (extremc
comparison) ; and no or inactive memberspip in any group or club vs,
moderale or active membership., The Ns in these comparisons (extremes
and Lavger group) appear albter the wvariables below:

(1) Global family rvating (Ns:22, 29)

(2)  High-Low Binet staltus (Ns:21, 27)

(3)  igh-l,ow PPVE status (Ns:22, 29)
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None of the above compeirisons vielded sioenilicant Vindines,

Be  Do_childreen belonms o elubys, The vesponses to o this itom were

’

cichotomized dpbos none ol Lhe childron holong to any cluly or group ve.
all ohildeen ave active dn ot Loast one gluh or group. TS was crass-
Labuloted with the following vaviables:

(1) Bigh-Low Binet status (N:22)

(?) Jigh~Low PRVE status (N:2b)

(3)  Global rating of index child in interview (N:2I)
(") Global rating ol siblings (W:L5)
None of the lLorccoing comparvisons yiclded significant Findings.

o)

S, T'reguency of molthevrts contocl with friends or relatives. Re-
} Yo

sponses heve were dichotomized iuto dadily confact ve. less Lrogquent con-
tact (three times a week or less). This was compared with:
(1) MHigh-Low Binet status (N:20)
@) High—Low PPVI status (h 28)
N

(3) * Clobal famJ]y rating (N:28)

Again, nonc of the foregoing yielded significant findings,

The next area of the interview analysis incorpovates information

concerning the availability and encouragement of verbal inlterchanges as
. >

well as reading encovurasement in the home. This gencral awrea, which

we call the interactive areca, also includes items concerning Family

structure and role acsigument.

IX.  Availability of Adulis Lor verboal. Interchange. This arca includes

items That are slightly different from those covered in the Fowmn I analysis.

A. Does index child talk to adults. This item was dichotomizead

into yes vs, no responses,  ‘These were run against:

o | 1011
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(1) LEPA compositeo seorc (lg; 28)
(. (2)y  Jhieh-Low Binoet mtnfus (N:2H)
(7)) Jigh-Low PRVE status (N25UO)
() GlLobal rvating of index child in dinterviow (N:350)
The fipst three comparisons yieldod nonsiguilicant Lindings.
Comparison (1), however, yielded a significant Finding (p <.05):
index childreen who soid that they talk to adulls were rated higher in
cognitive and communicational style. -

B. Raling of the stability of the Fomily's cating aerangoements .

 Extremes of ratings were employed in these comparisons--~thalt dis, rolings
of stable caling avrangements were splilt from ratings indicating une-
stable eating avrangements., This dichotomy was run against the Toliow-
ing variables: |

(1) High-TLow Binct status (§:17)

(2) High-Low PPVS stulus (N:17)

(3) ITPA composita scoves (N:1.5)

(")  Global rating of index child in intevview (N:17)

(5) Global rating of family (N:17)
Only comparison (1) yielded a significant Finding (p </.05): ratings
of stable eating arrangements were significantly associated with fanilies

. , : s

in which the index child schieved the greatest gains on the Binet
criterion,

C. Does mothor (parents) like to be asked questions (children's

assessment). Responses heve wenve dichotomized into most or all chil-

dren agree yes vs. mosl or all children agree no, These werce cross-
tabulatad with:

( (1)  Nigh-Tow Biuet stalus (N:22)

Q. | (105)
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(23 Ihigh-Low PPV statos (Na2h)

(3} LIPA camposile scores (N:22)

(") Globald waling ol Landly (W20
(3)  Glebal zating of dndex child dn interview (H:2U)
(6 Global rating of siblings (R:18)

None of the Torcgoing yieclded significant fHindings.

D. Do children ask father questions, Yes vs. 10 peSpolses wepe

cross-tabulated with:
(1) High-Low Binet stalus (N:12)
(2)  HWigh-Low PPRVL statvus (N:13)
(3) TIUPA composite scores (H:12)
(1)  Global prating of index child in interview (§: 13
(5) Global rating of Ffamily (N:13)
(6) Globul rating of siblings (N:11)
The first four comparisons yielded nonsignificant :Eix.ldj..ngs.
Comparison (5) resulted in a treond (p <20 >g].0): families ruatced
high in cognitive style tended to be those in \vlw.icli the children indi-
-cated that they asked the father guestions.
Comparison (G) also yielded a trend (p <.20>».10): siblings ]_"CI'L‘E?(']I
high in cognitive S'l:y].g 'tended to come From families in which the
children indicated that they asked the Ffather guestions,

E. What kinds of questions do children ask. As in I'orm I

analysis, responses were split into a three-fold classification: <those
pertal 1'1:i:11g to play or recreation; those which pertain to immediately
uselul infommation; and thosce which arce information-seeking primarily
in academic arcas (2 x 3 analyses werce performed), These were com-

pared with:

(1006)
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(1) hisheTiow Binet stotus (NUfh)
(2)  Iighelow PRVE statws (N2T0O)
(5)  LEPA composite sceoves (ML)
() Global eatine ol dndex uhilﬂ dndnteeview (ND1LO)
(5)  Global ruting ol tumily (i1:10)
(0)  Global rating of siblings (N:12)
None of the 'l’?_(_n?cz:._l;o:i.ng yvielded signilicant indings,

e Does it beth mather 1f cluildven tallk when shals workine

around the house-~childron's assessmont,  Yos responses vs, N0 DESPONSCES

were cross~tabulated with:
(1) Uigh-Low Binet status (N:25)
(2) Migh-Low PPVT status (N:27)
(3)  ITPA composite scores (N:25)

() Global rating of family (N:27)

(5) Global rating ol index child in interview (N:27)

o

(6) Globhal ra‘tin.g of siblings (N:21)
. All Dbut comparisons (2) and (5) yielded nonsignificant findings.
Comparison (2) yieclded a trend (p<£.203> .10): mothers whose chil-
dren said were bothercd tended to have index children who achieved the
greatest gains on the PPVT éri’terion,
Comparison (5) also yielded a trend @(,20} -10): mothers whose
children said they were not bothered tended to have index children who
were rated highen :i.n_cégnitive style,

G. Does it bother mother if children talk when she's shopping--

childeen's assessment. Yes vs. no responsce were cross-tabulated with:

(1)  Ihgh-Low Binet status (N:25)

(2)  ligh-Low PPVIE status (N:27)

o . _( 07
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(3) LA composite seones (\I._\'.:}.'.’S)
{ (") Clobal valing ol Fodly  (1d:d7) :i':
(5)  Glohal ealZaog ol Sudex child in dntevviow (N:27)
(6)  Global rating ol siblings (WN:22
AlL ol the Tovesoing yicelded nonsionilicant Findings.

x. Avad Lability ol Readdieg Matordal and Uncourocoment o Reoding,  this
o an L —e L ran s s s~ D) [P S L . .

area was tapped by thvee dtoms:  does anyone Lell stories to the cbil.
dren; what kinds ol books does Tthe dindex child wead; and docs anyone
gver rcead to the childeen,

A. Does wnyong tell storvics to fthe children. Yes vs. no responses

were cross~tabulated with:
(1)  High~Low Binet status (N:27)
(2) High-Low PIVE status (N:29)
(3) ITPA composite scores (N:27)
()  Global ruting of index child in interview @:}39)
(5) Global rating of family (N:29)
- (6) Global rating of siblings (N:23)
None of the foregoing yiclded signilicant findings.

B. What kinds of books docs the index child read, The dichotomy,

reads books other 'L‘h:m.schoojl. books vs. does not read or reads comic
books only, was cross-labulated with:

(1) High-Low Binet stutus (N:17)

(2) HMigh-Tow PPVT status (N:18)

(3) ITPA comjosite scores (N:17)

()  CGlobal wating of index child in interview (N:18)

(5) MCPS Maturity scale (N:16)

‘ ALL but comparvison (3) yielded nonsignificant Cindings.

- &) | ' 4.0
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Comparison (5) viclded o hichly sioilbdoeant Findiow (p< .0¥) -
indax eluldeen who coad hoolks othar Thon school hooks scoved hichep on
The 10Pa.

C. Does wunvonne evor road Lo the children,  Combined no vs, com-

hined voeas pesponses wore eross-tabvlatad withs:
(1) Migh-Low Binet statos (‘L_‘\_:"E:)
(2)  Migh-Low PPVE staltus (N:30)
(3)  ITPA compuositz scores (N:28
1y Global ratirg of index cohild in interview (;@_:30)
(5) Global rating of .L’am:i.].y‘ (:30)
(6) Grobal rating of siblings (N:201)

The foregoing comparisons all yielded nonsigniliicant Findings.

XI, Parvents? Knowledee of Activitics and Whercabouts ofl Children. Tor

this item, only knowledge of index child's school activities (two dif-
farent scts of cut-offs) was the focus.

A, Mother very Ffamiliar vs. unfamiliar with the index child’s

school. activities was run against the following:

(1) High-Low Binet status (N:13)
(2) Migh-Low PPVI status (N:14)
Comparison (2) yielded a trend () £.20>.10): mothers who worc very
Ffamiliar with the index child's school activities tended Eo produce

more lows on the PPVY criterion.

B. Mothers very or somowhat familiar vs. unfamilian with thce in-

dex child's school activities (Larger group) was eross-tabulated with:
(1) High-Lew Binet status (N:2101)
(2) High-YLow PPVE status (N:25)

E

(3)  IIPA composite scores (N:2!)

=
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(')
NLT ol

Globall vatine ol index ohild in odntoerviow (N2

the fovegoing Dul conpardson (L) yictded nonsiondficand

Findinmg,

Companison (1) viclded w tvend (< L0 > 05) 0 weothers who wean

very, or osomevwinal Lol Paee wilh Lthe dindex child®s schoal cottivitios

tonded to prodace moro ivichs on the Binet owilosion,

XTL. Role Assicpent tond Stability of Roles G the Fonily,

A. Do childrevn have stalile rola assivpivnents,  Shuble ve, unshnble
or sometimes unglkable volo assimunents yas P00 against:
(1)  Globuadl rating ol Lamily (MN:25)
(2)  Global waling ol index child in intepview (N:25)

() o si
&

(5)

bhlings (W:21)

(N:25)

INich-Low Binet status W:20)

Global vating

Wigh-Tow PPV status

{

None of the above comparisons yielded sionificant Findings.

B. Why docs mother Jfeel that Ffamily members should be rasponaibio
for doing different things acound the house, This item was dichotonized
into those responses that stressced learning and training vs. thosce Lthat
did not. This wuas compared with:

(1) High-Tow Binet status (N:25)

(2) High~Low PrOVL S'lfrf..\tLLS (N:27)

(3) Global rating of family (N:27)

(1) Global rating of index child in interview (N:27)

None of the above (z<>nq_ml~5.st>115 y.:i.C,'.'}_de grenilicant findings,

XILL Family Monmbors® Poveepltions rrl Nach Other, Items in Lhis arca in-
~
clude some with affcctive content, New (Ionm Ty ditems ave alsce included,
( :

{11.0)

127

.\)

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

_ﬂ i e e .




fow do eniideen Foow whos Thedpe mothe e d8 e s Qi

Ii\.,
( was dichotomized Tuto n Hleations ol diasecol pmilivenass wn the pood of
The molduwy ve, only vorhild, oxpressioe ol anoer, This wie o ren oo b

() fiieheow PRVE sltatus (3 19)

() Jeighe-how Binedt staius (N:L8)

(3) LA composile scopes (BHel7)

() Chovnl robing of index child bin intoenviow (0 L0)
(5)  Grobal vating of siblinge (N:150)
(G)y  Global wuwbing of family (N:10)

None of T above comparisons y.'i.é!f!_r.'l.cd sienificwnt Dindings .

B. Do the childven comember anyilvinge they did Ehat Ehaaw motoge

was proud of. ‘rhe cul-cld Lor this item was xesporses thal alluded to

school achievoment vs, those thalt did not. This was puy againsti:
(1) Migh~Low PPVI status (}M:23)
(2) Iligh-Tow Binet status (N:23)
(3) TIPA compos:i.‘te scores - (N:22)
. (4)  Global rating of index child in interview (N:23)°
None of the above companrisons resulted in gignificant Lindings.

C. Are your children alike or diffferent? The splil, Twmilies in

which the mother said their children are alike vs. those

|
families in which the mother said their children are differenty was
} cross~tabulated vith:
| ' (D I-lig;h.~pr-\7l PRVE status (N:20)

(2) ligh-Low Binet status (N:24W)

(3) MUDS Aggressivity scale .‘\1:]."-)‘)

(") MCPS lyperactivity scale (N:206)

( (5) MCPS Maturity scale (N:201F)

o
=
Co~
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(G Moy Inhiibilion vealae Q6020)

(7) MO Condoamnity soale (Nrd20)
() Giobud entine ol dndew obdd din dnterviow (W:20)
(0 Glebal wucing ol sibiings (W:dl)
(1.0)  GlobLal weaing of family (N220)
ALL but commanrison (7). yiclded nonsignilicant findings,
Comparison (73 yiclded a trend (_[)_«./\,2() 5.10) 0 mothers who sn:i.«.!.
theinr children ave differcent tended Lo have indesx childeen paied higher

oi: The MCPS Confowmnity scale.

Do How do your oldldeen difFor?  This dtem was split according to

the concoplual ability displayved by the mother in responding to the

selves, The dichotomy was: mother displays conceptual sikills vs.
molher does nol display cvonceptual skill. This was run agoinst:
(1) High-Low PRV status (N:28)
(2) ligh-Low Binct stalus - N:26)
) (3) IWPA composite scores (N:206)

~ oy

(4)  Ralbing of abstractness, elaboration, and clavity (:es

The above comparisons did not yicld significant findings,

L. Whut do vou think is the most dimpovrlant thing your childien

should learn in school? I'wo separatce dichotomics were run: Responses
mentioning reading only vs. those mentioning appropriate behavior mily;
in the sceond analysis, responses mentioning reading along with obher

school work vs. responses meationing appropriate behavior only wevae run,

Roading oitly versus appropriate behavior only was pun acoinst:

(1)  Nigh-Tow PPVE status (N:10)

(2) hgh~Low Binet status (N:16)

- 11



Roadiey and othor sehoot worle vesstsg appropydiats |

(1) clobal rating ol dndex child dn dinterview (MN:1.0)

.

WS M s o

None ol

Cfindings,

(1)  Bigh-Tow PPV status (N215)
(2)  tidgh-Low Binet status (N1
(3)  TUPA composibe scores (Nild)

(1) Global rating of index child in dintervicew (M:L5)

150

welinvine only

the Tovegoing eight compurisons yvielded signilicant
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Overviow and Conclusions

The present chuptor summavizes the major contvibutions und Find-
ings of rthe investigation descvibed in the preccding pagen., Tor as
overview ol the achicvements of both years, ithe realer is peferred Lo
Appendix A and to Chapter 1. From this matcerial, it can be seen thut
we attempted to identily and to characterize certain subsamples in our
pupil pOpulation(pﬁrtieipants in an eﬁriohed educational program Lor
disadvantaged ghetto children in scveral larlem public schools)--thosc
who were felt to profit frum a compensatory program and those who did
not--in terms of vdrious psychosocial pavameters. NS noted previously,
the overall hypothesis ol this rescarch relates to the possibility that
family "systems™ and ”miiieus”—~viewcd in terms ol how family members

[

commnicate with, and send "messages" to one another (their character-
istic commnicational style)--may provide various kinds of perspectives
and "rules df'behavior” that become internalized by its school-going
members. We hypothesizcd Tfurther that these persbectives mediate (en-
hance, curtail) the children's abilities to listen, attend, conceptualize,
sit still, etc.--abilities which are crucial to learning siltuations, be
they Fformal. or informal: |

That_eoneeptual "styles" influence a child's performance at school
has been suggested, even demonstrated, by several authors (e.g., Cohen,
1968) . This author concluded "...thalt conceptual styles may be more critical
determinations of pupils! ability to.rclate to school requirements than
are other factors usually associated with class and race disceriminntiond

(p. 202). 7The reader is referred to Chapter 2 of the current report

Tor additional relevant material veponted in the Titeraturce, Attention

. 1% l}.)
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should also he called to the wovrk ol Tess (L970) and to that of

Minuchin et al. (1967); these authors deseribed in consmiderable detail
the dilferent types ol cogoitive styloes and strategies thot familios,
especiilly the mothers in these lamiliee, demonstrate, and how thaesa
might be and indeed ave transmiitted Lu theiv childven.

To achieve our purposecs, during he first year we developoed and
worked with a complex Lamily interview technique which was cross-validated

with a similax» population the second year. We developed and fostad ne-

liable rating scaics for use in botit years's interviews--such scales wore

designed to assess the behaviors whicl our interview method was desioned
to elicit. .In the.first year, we developead hqhaviopal segsions also de-
signed to ailow relevani behaviors to emerge, which permitted further
independént, reliable ratings of the index children. In the second year,
' .

we tested the new index population with #he MCPS and the ITPA--addi-
tional steps designed to find oult more about the variables associated
with the "high"™ or "low" aohievemanf silwtus of our subjents.

Appendix A demonstrated thut the reliudbility of the wratings in the
cognitive style sessions was high bhutl thet our expectations tiat there
wouid be a positive correlation between "hizgh' and "Low" status as
defined by the two longitudinal criteria and cognitive style ralings
basedlon.behavior in the cognitivé style sessions werc not homme cut.

The rest of the current chapter summarizes some of fhe spociiiic
findings in connecction with hypothesis testing For both years. We
should note at the outset lhalt some-ol our major objectives, as ouclined
in Chapter 1, have becen achicved. Thus, one of our objedtives was To
offer the professional. community some technigques For assessmeni and

ywediction that ave hichly appropriate for disadvantacoed, urhban onlldicen
. (53] ] l ] [t k 2
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apecilicully: - an instrumcent ol Tamily assessment and a scel ol 2ating

svales For Llavenase and commundicational styles; Turther, we wore nest
anxious to explore, and to oflor normalive covidence Lor, teochinignes ov
a technique for measuring sclf-concept, appropriate For the cuvrent
population. We thinle we have succeeded in doing so with romaed to the

.
Missouri Children's Picture Serices. In additioun, our exploration of the
relationship off the TIPA composile score to many of our variables might
be helpful to futurce vescarchers, in their soacch Tor appropriate, ro-
Liable verbal and lunguuge‘measur-s For which there is some voalidity
evidence for this particulan populatidn. Also to be noted is our wurlk
in the development of the behavioral scssions For the asscssnenl of
cognitive style, which, even if not yiclding positive [indings in these
first attempts to cxplore their eflficacy. might neverfheless contain
some useful possibilities for methodological innovation in this and
similar populations in the investigaiion of cognitive styles and -
strategies. | |

Basic Hypotheses of Study

Our basic hypotheées with regard to the relationship of ratings of
various language, cognitive, and commuicational proéessos hased on the
family's behavior during the interview to high-low status or to very .
high or very low status as defined by change scores for the Binel and
Gates-MeGinities measures were not borne out for the Year 1 study. In
the second year's study, again there_were ﬁo significant {iudings
based an the change criteria (for Binet and PPVT high-low status).

Llo7pros
However, there weve two rather strong trends (both p .10 >.05): ratings
bused on the Family's mode ol commmicution bear a strong and positive

velalionship to luigh-low Binel change status as defined by the upper and
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Lover H0Gh peveentiles on the Binet discreepancy scove disteibution;

snd the global patings of the cognilive style of the siblings in the
interview also beawr o strong and posiltive relationship fo the PPVE

extrome (very high--very lLow) -criterion, defined by the upper and lowen

30th percentiles ol the VRVEY change scorcs distribulion,
Tt is thus seen that although our expectations were not confirmed,

that is, ratings hased on fumily hehavior were .not significantly asso-

ciated with high~low eriteria of chﬂngé Tor index children, some promising
sujgestﬁohs are present that our basic hypotheses might be valid, The
ratings are sulliciently reliable as are other varviables in this study

to permit cqntinucﬂ explorvalion of Tactors associaled willl the status

of the index children. The subsequenl sections swmmarize the signifi-

cant findings bhased on such exploration.

1
Significant I'indingcs

Tables 15 and 17 present significant findings for TForms I and 11

respcetively, while Tables.lG and 18 summarize "trends™ as determined

' ‘207P 210
by a relatively low level of confidence (p £.20 ».1.0). The content of
Tables 16 and 18 will not be discussed below. A glance at the findings
presented in the previous chapter will indicéte the extent and substance
of the insignificant findinés. Below is.a brief recapitulation of
major'significant findings.

(1) Public School attended was significantly associated with Gates-
McGinitie change scores (high-low status), a finding.which may rcflcct
school policy or the pavticular set ol tcachcrg and/or curriculum cle-
ments within a paprticular school at a particular point in time. This
Finding was not substantiated for Toom XTI, in tllﬂt. there was unly a

trend (for a ditlerent school) to produce childeen with greater gains on

. (117)
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the DRPVT, Apparently, cach year, dillerent schools may oblain proe-

eminence in tevins ol spoecific and Ohungﬁng eriteria.  The purticuiuv
selt ol vapriables ascociabed wilh such (..'l,:i.:l_‘.l’,'e.l:‘(-_-nc.'.re:-1 hits not yelt beon. detaer-
mined, but is sulliciently intévesting to merit fuecthar explovation.

(2) Acve the mother left south also turnced oul to be signilicuntly
related to one of the eriteria in Form 1, but in a direction not im-
mediately explainable. Mothers staying loenger in the south bore index
her on initial Binct seufes. Since in Year L the last

children hi

s
o

grade mother completed was significantly and positively related to global

ratings of siblings and since also there is & trend in the same dirce-

[V

tion for last grade also to be related to global family watings, it i
possible that mothers who stayed longer in the south were able to con-:
plete more educétion; perhaps thus producing children with higher scores.
As a matter of fact, although significant findings were not obtained in
th;s regard, fop both years, a strong trend prevailed for mothers who
remained longer in the south to achieve more schooling.

In Yorm 1I, age the mother left the south is.not related to any ol
the criterion meésures; However, certain trends appear for the last
grade mother completed, but onc of these is in an unexpected direction.
Last grade mother completed is positively related to ITPA composite
score (trend) bﬁt inversaely related to global rating of indéx child (tr:and)
in that mothers with less schoolihg have index children rated highor
in cognitive style. Obviously, mother's cducation and age she lelft the
south bear . complex relationships to the criterion measures.

(3) The motlier's responsc to being asked questions and the children's

assessmenl ol whether the mokbher likes. to be asked guestions yiclded

Cseveral intevesting and significant Findings for Form T.  The mother's
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al’ Cirmative wesponse to whether she lLikes to be asked questions was
child in the interview and hich-low Gates status; a trepd in the same
direction was Found Lor the mothers who Liked being asked questions Lo
come Lrom Tamilics with higher global fatihgs. Similarly, childeen®s
allfivmative responsce to this gquestion concerning the mother was posilively
and signilficantly reluted to gains the index child made on the Gates.
There is aliso a troend for index childrén who receive highpr pralings to
come from familics in which the children say the mother Likes being
asked quzstions.

On the other hund, a seemndingly contradictory trend was found:  whoen
the childven dindicated it bothered their mother if they talked while
she is working around the house, their mothers tended to veceive higher

t
global ratings. Such mothers may well he more differentiated and goal-

.oriented, it is suggested, than mothcers who "flexibly'™ allow their

children to interrupt them as they work.

Interestingly, none of the foregoing eomparisons yielded even
trends when the corresponding Form II data were analyzed.

Several additional treuds (some of thcm.eontradictory or unexpected)
emerged, suggesting that ehﬁnce factors tand/or,unreliability of ratings)
may well have been at work. TFor example, comparisons involving the

. JoZ P oS
crowdedness index yielded the Tollowing trends (p .10 .05): less
crowded housing conditions were associated with ﬁighcr ratings of the

index child in the interview but with lowver ratings of the index child
B o5<= P= .10

in the behaviorul sessions (For one rater only). Another trend (p<.10>.05)

20

in an unexpectod divection suygeestoed that more frequent school. absences

off the index child were associated with crcoter gadins on the Binet.,

: (119)
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When Fowm 11 1%9511]:t;; are examived (see Table 17), many more sioniti-
cant indipgs emoegod than was The case for Fouom L. This may have 1re-
sulted from compirisons involving the TIPA and the MCPS, wvhich were not
employed in Year L.- |

(1) M™MCPs Conformity in this populaltion scems bto produce some inter-
esting relationships, possibly relevant only to the present sample--a

statement ecasily e\pJor'd with other popu]ntwonn. There'wasp for example,
a significant pogitive relationship boLhcon MCPS Condlormity and the

global rating of cognitive style ol the index child (in the interview
) o5 =pP<. O
situution).  Turther, a trend (pL.103>.05) in the same direcbion was
found for children scoring higner in MCPS Conformity to come from familics
ated higher in mode of communicalion :in the interview setting.

'(2) MCPS Aggressivily was found to bear a significant necgative
relationship fto the global rating of Lthe index child in the interview.
That ehildrén higher in global ratings in the interview were more con-
forming (see above) and less aggressive (at least in tevms of MCTS scores)
is a completely consistent finding:; but again we must suggestl the

possibility thalt thesc relationships may be unigue to the current popu-

lation--an easily tested assumption.

(3) IfrA compos¢ie score showed a significant, positive relation-
,/a7f7 o5
ship Lo High-low Binet status (gains). Further, a trend (< .10>.0%)

was Found in that index children with higher TTPA scoves tended to come
Trem families in which the siblings. were rated higher in cognitive style
in the intervicw. An additional signilicant finding once more falls in
the expeeted discetion:  dndex children who pead -b.ooks other than school

books score hivher on the ITPA than The other childeen, Iinally,

- (120)
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o7 P 705

frend alvondy disenssed (=7 AN 0b) tis dn the sane divection:  the
Last weade mother complatod and the TYPA composite score ol Fhe index,
child ave positively asvoeioed,

Ttowonld Bnes seem thet Che TPPA menaore reliably rolloots the
kinds of vevbol and concoptnst vaviablos aLﬂut whrdeh some ol our hypo-
theses »avolve,

() Sex ol the index child bears an unexpected sigrificaot rela-

tionship to onc of the criterion measarcs in that maleys scove hichon

than femules on initial PPVE scoves--a Linding thet may velleoh bnportant

e}

(bot wnaccomted for) somple differences cavly ir ithe progpau.

. g

(5)  Number of persons present at the interview bears an interesting
inverse relationship to some of the wvatings made at the inteorview: a
signilicant Tinding was that Tower munbers of persons at the intonview
! .
are associated with higher global ratings of the Ffamily. A trend

(0?P 205
(@ €.10>.05) in the same direcltion was found for higher global rvatings
of the index child in the interview énd‘fcwur numbers of persons present
at the interview to be associated. Since nuwnber ol persons present at
the interview and number of permanent household residents are signifi-

cantly and posiiively related, we have here a direect indication that

tl increases of size of family therc are likely to be decveases of

i,

\
level.of rating in terms of communicational and cognitive processes.
Pofore any couclusion can be drawn from such Findings--Tfor example, that
smillness ol Lfamily tonds to be ussociated with higher cognitive levels--
the sheer physicel Fact of larger groups vencrvating hicher noisc levels

and more confsed commmication processes simply because off mmbors of

component parts gua parts ratber than Leeawse of more complex psycho-

Yogical concomitants, should be considerced.  This, of course, is a

: (1.21)
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rathen stroichtlopward experimental aoud (3}nja'ixr;fpfal]. Lok that can e
casily explored.

() An expeclod positive velationship was Fomd Tov allimmative
responsces Lo the qUUHiiunmuducH.indox chitd talk to adults--Lo boe
sivnilicantly associated with higher global ratings ol the indox child
in the interview.

(7) Another expected positivé relalionship was found for ratings
of atubility of cating avrangarents to be signifleantly associ atoed with

creater gains on the Binet critcevion (huigh-low stalus ol dindex child).

T

(8) An additional fwend (P« .10 >.05) dindicated that the mother

knowledge of the index child's school activities is associataed with

Carveater gains on the Binet critcrion (high-low status ol index child) .

The general "spirit” of much of the foregoing, despite failuros of
our basic hypotheses (interview fatings va., high-low status of index
children) to be confirmed, is that more differentiutcd, smaller, know-
ledgeable, and stable families, in tocrms of move conforming and less
ageressive index children, stable eating arrangements, even mother's
wish to work around the house without being interrupted, arc associated

with higher level cogritive and comwmicatioral ratings. In addition,

children who talk to adults. or mothers who liked being asked quesiions,

or children who indicate their mothers Llike being asked questions all
come from families in which there arve cither higher ratings or in which
Theore uré vains on a hich-Low crviterion. But mothers who do not wish
Lo be interrupted when they work around the house (children's asscss-
ment--T'own [ trend only) also tend to rveceive higher slobal ratings--

w sceming contradiction, which is not, aftewr all, so unexpected in that



such mothors wee probably mope dilTeventiatod wnd JTess dilfuse and

TELuadY o ooverall bohavior and coal-orioentation, )
Some cvidence Tor these general conclusions is pepoetoed in the
Literatnre. Tor examploe, that stability and stroacture in Fanily styloes

is »1')0:5:'L'L':i_v<_'il..y related Lo analytic, as U]_’)l_‘)f).’—'.i(“.(l to pelational responso
styles, and that the analytic style is welated to hich achicvenent, has
heen sugeestod by Cohen (1968Y, on the basis ol empirical cvidence. We
have already alluded to the work ol Miymechin ol al. (L9067) pointing
along the same lines. Also, Powell (1968), reported that Low achicvers
amony I .'i.fl.“b"[Z;-((_ﬂ'l"i"l'..l.("‘ pupiis ol Low sociocceonomic status tended to come
:["]:'um.fnmi.’l_ies in \'."'l.'li('.‘|'l. there wero more than Lwo siblings in the himee,
(That disadvantaged children perflonmed hetter whon there were no mevc
than two siblings at home was one of several sivnificant Findings--~bascad

14
on matched groups--that this author weported. Iis [indings wore all

relevant and appropriate to our own cxpectations, for examploe: wveading

achicvement is siunificantly related to the presence of a newspaper in

" the ‘home, and disadvantaged children who»achieve‘in reading are judgoed
by their teachers as being able to concentrate better than those of
combarable abilities who performed poorly.)

Future Rescarch Plans--The Family Interview
It is possible for us to further cxplore--using greater depth ol
investigation--various aspects of the interview we have developed. This
is made possible becuuse ol additional funding from another agency, in
. the livht of the achicvementls alrouady made within the past two ycuws.S

Combining Swnples,  The new (current) rescarch permits an exploration

[
“Additional funds have been made availuble 1o us by the 0ffice of Child
Doevelopment Pow an explovalion entitlea, "hevelopmoent ol Pradiclive Indices
For Achicevement ol Childeen in o Lxp eviamental Intenvention Prodeam in
Harlom:  LxLeided Analyscs of Cognilive, Pamilial, Dersonality, and Sooiad-
Q Behavioral Data Leom Two ()115.(.5332.1)1;.5 Roscarch Investicabions,™ 0CL-CB-07.
ERIC
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ol the pelationship beltween aspoecls ol the Family ns disclosed o thoe
interview and various ceeiterion groups nob hithoerto possible Lo exceoute

hecause ol amalll sionple size.  That fs, we ave now able o combine boih

years’ sanples--vorking wilh extvemes (vevy high or very Low) on various
criteria, or wilth dtems whose disbtribwtions did rol pewmil scatislical
exploration in cach year'™s analysis held separvatoly.

Thas, o carcelful. discussion ol itom distributions, cspecially for
items which conld not be ruan because of distribultion probloms, or which
although run sepavatcely For euch year, yiclded possibilitices Lor signili-

cant {indings were o larger sample to bhe explowved, resulted in a lengthy

1

list ol intepvicew items to he run against all Fonily vatings, high-)ow
status on the various standuvdized tests (d.e., Binet) as well as
additional available data not incovporated irto the corrently meported

design such as the Metropolitun Achicvement Test Reading Vocabulary
Score or the California Mental Maturity Scale. Among the itens to he

run (against criteria noted above as well as various ratings) are:

(1) Does father live in the home

(2) How long has it been since he (father) lLived there (if not)

(3) - Household rating: condition of house interior

() Crowdcedness rating

(5) Age mother left birthplace

(6) JYs mother working

(7) - Tndex child's uabsence from school .

(8) Consistency bhetween mother’™s and children's aspirations for
child (for children 10 years ol age and older excluding index
child) :

(9) Accuracy or appropriateness of mothor's estimate of schooling
necessary Lor aspirations for all children (dncluding index
child)

(10) Location of molherts schooling

(1) Last grade mother completod

(L2) Mother's membershin in ciubs

(L3)  Membership in clubs For dindex child and siblings olden than
index child

(L) How fregquently does molbherr vote

(15) Rating ol stability of family's cating avrancements

(16)  Does family have conversations duning ndals

Lz
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Do childron ask mothwy a Job ol questions

Do children ask Lather o Lot of quoestions

Docs mobher Tike To boe asked guestions (Chidldeon®™s asscoaoeent)

hoces mothee Like Lo bhe asked guestions (mothor's usaossinen?)

LU yes (aboved, winy (Loaendeg ve, noo-Leaening oviented response)

Do vhildeon thinke it bothers mother G They Lalle when she's

shoppine

What Kinds olf bools does dndex cohild roead

Docs anvone dn Tanily over wvead to the cohitdren

Lxteni ol mothents knowloedee ol childeen™s LDeiends

Does wnyone ever Lell stopics Lo ohill dicen

Mother'ts recoltcelion ol dndex child's wetivitios

Motnorts recollection off school-ave siblings' acitivitics

Docs mother ask childeon M oyears ol aue and over to bhe home

at any particular Line dan the cvening |
Why mother Leels that fomily moemboeprs shoold have pesponsibilitics ‘
arounel the house (concepbual. va, non-conceptual vesponses)

(31)  The stability ol childeents vole assignmonts
(32)  Does dindex child rememben anything that mother was proud ol
(53) 1 yes (above), how did index child know she wos proud  (vorbol

vs, physical display of approval)
(3" What does mokher dn owheno children bhave done something she
approves o (verbal vs. nonverboal oricntation)
35) llow cdo children nsually know when mother is cagey  (vorbal
. Y sary oy
responses vs, threotening vesponses, vs, phyvsical display)
(30)  What awe mother's Feclings when she has to punish her children

(conceptual response implying differentiation ol emotions vs,
non-conceptual response with non-differentisiion ol cnotions)

The above, note, falls into various areas of our interview data,
such as: demographic, employment patterhs, educational aspirations,
cfowdddncss and lousing, commuity participation, and various intevactive
aspects of fﬁmily.living ipcluding the availability of adults for verbal
interchange, availability of rcading malerial and encouragement cof
reading, encouragement of verbal interchange with adults, role assign-
ments and stability of rqles; and various attempts to assess The concep-
tual level and style of family members.

Construckion of indices, Various items have additional potential

for being combined with cach other in such ways as to shod furptber light,
hopetully, on vaviables in which we ave dinterested.  Thus, we plan to

constaucet scoves Lor various family members or the Lamily group as ]
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wholce bhasced on responses to neses than one dlam jﬁ) the dintorviome.  This
dncludes Fhe development ol dodices sueh s the Lol Lowing:

(1) hothert s getivity Level:  does mothor vore?  doos mother
pavticipabe dn groups o clubs?  Mothor's cmployment status will also
be considared when scoring Foe this dndex, since this micht bhoor an
intevacltional rolationship with her qoetivity Lovel.

(2) Mother®s verbal vs, nonverbal ocientalion: this index could
be derived Trom some of the childrents responses o such §U1u5¥fjtﬂlﬂ as

how do the childueen know when their mother is proud or how do Lthe

~children know when their mother is angpy?

(3) TPamily interaction--gbability iudex:  ihis could pellect the
stability of various interaetive processes and aclivities din Lhe fwnily
and could he based on items or ratines such as Lhe sfabiliry ol cating
arrangements and role assicnments,

()  Consistencey index of mother'™s and children's assessmont 6f
ceﬁtain situations. This index, for examplc, eould reflect consistency
of responscs to items such &s whether the mother Likes to be asked ques-—
tions (mother's assessmenl) and whether the children also think that
the mother likes to be asked guestions.

(5) « Index of mother's coneeptual level and style: this index can
be based on several ratings of mother's responses to questions such as
why mother likes to be asked guestions, why mother feels the children
should have responsibilities, and mother’svfuelings when she has to
punish her children.

The above indices, togetlher wilth others, can e compared, once wsain,
to varions criterion measures and ratings in scarch for more detadiled
examination of our hypothoesos,

(126) .13
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Tnlra~ibem companrisons The corpenl explovations willl ol&so peee

Iy

mit wovlk not previously underlaken hecaovse ol Fime el beocanse s

scope was nol wilhin Lhe desien Uf the wbdy, 71 ds now possible Lo
relate many ol thoe dtems and the standard Ltesl scorves Lo coacl obhowr dn
ordar o cxplove Dether our swrmle and dntepviow chavaetevisticos.
Thus, the 1TTA and the MCTS can now Do wolalted o many additional
interviow dtems. YFurther, the mother’s cducation could he oxamined :in
terms off size ol Lamily, cdocational and occeupational aspivations fon
index child, and mother’s paviicipation in geoups and clubs, olbe, Also,
the mother's emplovmonl can he relaled Lo pavticipation o croups and

clubs, mothen's knowledee of dndex aliild™s activitlices, iodox ohild?s

absence from school, and vhethor or not indesx ¢hild is weud Lo o

Llistencd to. The father's prescnce in the louscehold could alsno be ve-
lated to mauy items not yet exwnined:; und the size of the Faily unit
similarly could be related to many wdditional items. “These are examples
of work planned, and does not contain the completed list. Obviously,
even though the foregoing is outside the scope Sf the curront study, the
possibility of finding provocative relationships exists,

Final Comment

One specific interesting aspect of our findings concerns the ITITA
which we feel is particularly useful with our ﬁoPulation. Additional
future work might he based on further accumulalion of MCPS nowms and
comparison of such norms with other socioeconomic groups. For example,
the currant Findings in conncetion with the positive associalkion ol
MCPS conloemilty and negative association of MCPS aggressivity to somoe
ol the natings of communicualional style based on family inkonview ho-

havior mioht not hold truc For olher types off Tamily populations.

(3.27)
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We wonld vory much Like o encovrvage Luvther nse ol our dolomviow

Technigqoes and pating seales in olbher setting il possibly fap

17_’

obher expevimental. punrposes. We specilically reeommend Forther oxplovi-

tion ol oun hypotheses conceening style and stratesics of Tumilics s
sysltems in this and other populations ol dillevenl sociocconomic
levels o see whether or not our gencral Cindings concerning the pela-
Lionship off Taomily stability, structure, and order Lo cognitive and
comminicational slyle holds,

Overall, and in sumn, we Feel thal we have met our objoectives Lox
the two-year funded rescavch investigeabion deseoribed in the cerient
report, We have axplored owe hypotheszes and have d“VC[OQLU some dnltoer-
rescarch methods and itoouls, such as the fumily interviow, Sinca

estinwg

¥
>}

one of our major lony range cobiecitives was also connm{ncd wilh the
eventual possibility of being able to predict the futurve academic stuius
of such children as are represented by our saﬁple in terms ol différ:wt
faﬁily, Qommuniéational, langnage, and standardizea test variables, aund
since we have already begun such o progeam, we feel that these Funded

projects have been both usefui and important,

13 (L;
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Tahle 1
Sample Ll Mean Ave and Soxoodn Ponrth Craders (13, 19600
who were dn the thstitote s Progean o rom Peeloinderoan o

o Kindersarben thoeoreh Che haied Geade

Publie

Schoul N S0x Claussiliention’! Mo Apeh
o8 " 4 ¥ 108,25

s
i3
1
H
L
—
—
-~
}_.'
=
-
pd
o
L)
2
=

Total 7 : 108,57

79 Iy - I 110,50
Fomm? '

Total BT 110, 50

200 1y T I 104,25
e
3 Moo 2 FK 110,67
. Pomnl
Total 7 109. 80

175 13 M---8 B 110.77
F-=~5 :
Total 13 110.77

Total,
Schools
Combined 25 - Ty 110.09
] T'Ks . 109,83
31 M---21 110.03
I'--~10

Note: Tho TIPA and the MCPS were administerced to the total sanple
of 31 §s. The Ns usced Yor analyses, however, varvicd as a Tunoltion
of! the treatment of the dota.  There weve 30 familics in bhe intoer-
view sample becouse one LFamily would not consent to an interview,

1 designates subjects who entered the TS prowceram in prekinder-

garten (L96h)y . UK designates subjects who entevad the IDS program
in Kindepoarten (LU65). '

bas ol September, L9695 converted into months,  Mean age For oLl Ss
is just over 9 years, 2 months,




Sample 17T:  Dodtial Stanlord-Binelt Mental Age Scorws (L966) of

Hivh and Low Godoeve as deteemined by Stonford-Binel

Chanee Scores Sprine, L960--Spiing, 1969)
Meaan

N MLE 8., t B

High Grinees 15 . 72.80 8.27
1.03 ns

Low Gainers 11 706,27 &8,70

Very Hicsh Gainers 9 73.G7 6,20
. . . 66 NG

very Low Gaincenrs 9 76,22 9.72 '

Note: lich and Tow gainers arce defined by the top and hottom 0% of
the sample. Very llich and Very Low gainers ave defined by the top
and bottom 30% ol the sample. BN .

a, . . - .
“Convenrted into months,
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Tabla A
Sapla T Mean Chronological Ave i Monbhs (September, 1969
ol ich and Now Geinoes as detevidined by Stantoed- et

Chuange Scovas (Speding, 1900--Spring, L904Y)

Maan '
N C.A,. SaDe t o
Hich Gidnees 15 109,33 5.90

Low Gainers LI L10.9L 2.05

Voery 1ich Caincers 9 108,11 3.09
' ' 1.8l ns
Very Low Cainevs 9 L1L.iL o 5.22

Note: High and Low gainers arce defined by the top and bottom N0 ol
The sample, Very-lligh and Very Low gainers are defined by the top
and bottom 30% of the sample.
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Tabhle 4

Sanple 15 Todbial Stonlord-Dinet Mental Ace Scores (1900) ol fhigh and

Now Galnoes as detemrined by Poalzody e lure Vocabut oy

Test Chapee Seeves (Speing, LOG0O--Sraanr, 10069)

Moan

‘ —— L R r— e ot -
| Hich Gialnoes L3 71,53 7.9

.
L
o
7.

| T,one Gainons 11 73.00 10,12

Very hiclhy Gainors 9 72.60 .57

Bl

LU s

&}
s

~1
~I
~I
oal
o

Very Low Guiloers 9 6O

Note: Ihizh and Low gadiors are delined by the top and bottom Y034
of the sample. Very High and Very Low gainers are defined by the
top and bottom 30 of the sample,

. .
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Coctners as detormined hy Peabody Picture Voo

Change Heores

Hioh Coinnrs

Low Goiners

Very ilich Gainors

Very Low Guainevs

Note: Iizh and Low gainers are definced by the ftop and bhottom HOX ol
the sample. Vevry Hicgh and vVery Low gainers arce defined by the top
and bottom 303 of the sample.

Sanple T Mean Chreonolosicst Age (Geptesther, 1909 ol thieh and Taow

L

118




‘(

O

ERIC

Taolile 6

Juitind

Samplo 1

Poahody Phdeture VooaloaLapy Tost seoros (LA00Y ol Hioh

and Low Gainess as debeained Dy Poabady Pictoee Vooobolaey Test

Chunee Scores (Spedng, 1900-=Spring, 1.969)

—n
iaﬁ.
=
s
—
‘i
"
=
1]
‘—-L
—
4

JRT 55 G 10,01,

High Gainees

Low Guinors 11 o, 0

Very High Gainens 10 55.60 10,77
« HO ns
60,55

Very Tow Goainers 9 9.88

Note: Hich and Low cainers are defincd by the Lop and bottom WO of
the sample. Very Ilich and Very Low gainewvs ave defined by the Lop
and bottom 30% ol the sample.
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Tabite 7

Sample iz Initicl Poabody Plelove Vocabolovy Test Scoves (LO66) ol 1Fish
and Tow Giciners s Goeteomined by Stoniord-Hinet

Chanee Scorcs (Sprive, LO00G--Sprine,  1L009)

N Menn SR

1+
 y

Wil Gadners 1hs L7 .53 16040
.60 115
Low Guinors Le L2658 1la,97

08

[,

Very High Gadinevs 9 G5, 1 1.6

Very Low Gainers -9 60,77 10,09

Note: Idgh and Low gainers are defined by tha top and bottom U0 of
Lhe sample. Very High and Very Low gainers ave defined by the top
and boltom 30% of the sumple.
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Table 8
Frequency Distributions by Sex of High and Low Scorers
{ for the Missouri Children's Picture Series and

Illinois Test of Psycholinguistic Ability

MCPS Subscales Male Female Total

(1) Conformity

High 10 5 15
Low 11 5 . 16

(2) Maturity : |

High 11 4 15
Low 10 4 1y

' (3) Aggressivity

High 12 4 .16
Low 9 o2 .11

(4) Inhibition

High ' 12 5 17
Low 9 S 14

" (5) Hyperactivity

| High 11 5 16
S Low 10 5 15

ITPA Composite Score

High 11 2 13
Low 7 - S 12

Note: Because all Ss were tested, the N for these instruments is
31, 10 females =znd 21 males.

(1u42)
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_Table 9
Frequency Distributibns of Ratings for Two Raters on
( each Scale of Interview (Form I) and Numnber

of Disagreements between Raters

Rater A (N=36) Rater B (N=35)
' ' Number of
Can't Can't Disagree-
Rating Scale Hich Low Rate High Low Rate ments?d
Global Family 24 12 0 23 12 0 4
Global Mother 28 8 0 27 '8 - 0 4
Global Siblings - 19 14 3 19 13 3 9
Global Index 23 13 0 24 11 0 6
Mode of Communication 29 7 - 0 24 .9 2. I
Listening and
" Attentional Skills 25 11 0 - 23 11 1 8
) . Responses to, and Aware- :
( _ .ness of Listener 16 5 15 18 5 . 12 '3
. Task Furtherance : C :

and Completion 23 13 0 : 22 12 1 7
Transitions and : ~ , .

‘Sequencing’ 27 8 1 .22 - 8 5 8
Conceptual Level 25 11 0 22 12 1 7
Content Aspects of :

Communication 26 7 3 19 5 11 i
Introspectiveness 19 17 . 0o 21 11 3 8
Generality of ~ .

Responses 22 3 11 12 6 17 2
Mother's Role in Main-
taining Rules of Ef-
fective Communication 21 14 1 26 7 2 8

( qThese disagreements repre:sant disagreements-aéross the assumed midpoint: of

each rating scale and not scale-point disagreements.

(143)
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Table 10
Frequency Distributions of Ratings For Two Raters on
<' each Scale of Interview (Form II) and Number
of Disagreements between Raters
Rater A (N=30) ' : Rater B (N=30)
NMumber of
: Can't Can't Disagree~-
Rating Scale Higch Low Rate High Low Rate ment s&
Global Family 20 10 0 19 11 0 3
Global Mother 26 3 1 25 y . 1 .5
Global Siblings 1y 10 6 . 1y 11 5 2
Global Index 17 13 0 18 12 0 5
Mode of Communication 23 7 0 20 .6 4 3
Listening and .
. Attentional Skills 20  10. 0 : 22 8 0 6
, Task Furtherance _
( ~and Completion 17 13 0 21 8 1 9
Transitions and . _ ) )

Sequencing _ 20 Uy 6. . 10 0 20 1
Conceptual Level 16 14 0 16 = 12 2 X:
Introspectiveness 17 11 2 | 2L 4 2 10
Mother's Role in Main-

taining Rules of Ef- , ’ . .

fective Communication 12 11 7 15 6 9 2

-

Ahese disagreements vepresent disagreements aéross the assumed midpoint of each
rating scale and not scale-point disagreements,

( ca W AN mi OB WA MBI wer. see s e s e e . e S S dS B S el WA . ‘
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Rating Scale

Global Family

_Global Mother

Global Siblings
Global Index
Mode of Communication

Listening and
Attentional Skills

Task Furtherance
and Completion

Conceptual Level

Introspectiveness
’

Responses to and Aware-

ness of Listenerb_

Content Aspects of’
Communication

*
Generality of
Responses

Transition and
Sequencing

Mother's Role

aﬁ upon which weighted kappa was performed.
N for Form I was 36, data for one family was missing for one rater.

0

0

19

13

21

Table 11

Na

35

35

34

34
34

32
16
22
14

30

33

Form I (Total N = 35)
Number of
Can't Rates

Kw
.50
.57
.40
.62

.40
.40

LUl
.52

.50

.32

.31

-
Lo
—

based on Interview (Forms I and II) Rating Scales

Inter-Rater Reliability Coefficients (Expressed as kw)

Forni IT (Total N = 30)

Number of
Can't Rates

3,36%%%
. 25w
2.80%%
I}, 08 %%

3. 28%wk
3, 52%%%

3.15%%
3.75%%%

. 0%

2.31%

2. y2%

0
1

20

13

Na

30
24
24
30

25

30

29

28

26

10

17

Ky

.57
.33
.66
.61

.54

Z
TNETE
2.47%%
1y, 26%F*
L, 4o

3, UL

3,67%%%

3, 5Q%%x

1.08b |

Note that although the itotal sample
Therefore,

the total possible N for reliability purposes was 35.

bNot significant.

“Scale omitted because of disproportionate number of "can’t rate" ratings.

*p .05, two-tailed value
. ¥*p.0l,. two=tailed value
*%%p ¢.001, two-tailed value

(L45)
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Table 12

Relationship of Subscale Ratings to

Global Family Rating Scale?

Global Family (Overall
Communicational Level)
Rating Related to:

Mode of Communication

Listening and
Attentional Skills

Task Furtherance
and Completion

Transitions and
Sequencing

Conéeptual Level
Introspectiveness

Mother's Role

phi

.62

.87

Form I

Chi Square

b

13.85
27.51
27.50

11.94
- 17.07

23,72

B
001

.001

.001
.00l
.00l

.001

Form II
phi Chi Square®
.53 8.49L
.62 11,72
.59 10.61

d
.u0 u,8u
d
d

phi coefficients are based on one observer®s ratings.

ba11l analyses based on 36 ¢

where N = 35,

9§ = 30 for all analyses.

ases, except for Transitions and Sequencing

dYtem eliminated because of inter-rater reliability considerations,

(Lu6)
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‘Table 13
Relationship Between High-Low Subject Status Criteria
and Interview Rating Scales--Form I

Criteria

Very High- ' Very High-
High-Low Very Low High-lLow Very Low
Binet Binet - _Gates Gates
Chi . Chi Chi Chi
Rating Scale N Square? N Square? ‘N Square? N Square®
Global Rating |
of Family 28 .155 20 .165 23 .019 18 . 321
Global Rating
of Mother . 28 .000 20 .038 23 .123 18 .000
Global Rating
of Index Child 28 .155 20 .165 23 .359 18 1.108
Global Rating
of Siblings 26 .009 18 .225 20 .208 15 . .100
Listening and -
Attention 28 .000 20 .008 23 .123 18 .000
© Task Furtherance 28 .155 20 .165 23 .019 13 .250
Conceptual Level 28 .000 20 .U08 20 .359 18 .3zl
Mode of . | . |
Communication 28 .000 20 113 23 . 207 18 .000
Transitions and , '
Sequencing 27 .299 19 .604 22 .125 . 17 .012
Introspectiveness 28 . 1U6 20 .000 23 .365 18 .889
Mother's Role in

Maintaining Ef-

fective Rules of - , _

Communication 27 .0u6 19 .015 21 .077 17 .04l

Note: High and low designations refer to the top and bottom 40th per-
centile sections of the respective distributions while very high and very
low designations refer to the top and bottom 30th percentile sections.

8None of these chi square values is significant.

(u7)
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‘Table 14

(' Relationship Between High-ILow Subject Status Criteria
and Interview Rating Scales--Form IT

Criteria

© Very High- - Very High-
High-Low Very Low High-Low Very Low
Binet Binet PPVT - PPVT
Chi - Chi Chi Chi
Rating Scale N Square? N Square? N Square? N Square?
Global Rating
of Family 28 . 654 18 .321 .30 .150 20 . 808
Global Rating
of Mother - 27 .00 18 .562 29 1,338 20 . 554
Global Rating
of Index Child 28 .14y 18 .000 - 30 .000 20 .808
« Global Rating
- of Siblings 23 .015 16 .07 24 .578 15 3,359%
Listening and
Attention 28 .654 18 .000 30 .150 20 .000
{ .
- Task Furtherance 28 . 144 18 .321 30 .5u2 20 .200
Conceptual Level 28 1.284 18 .000 30 .132 20 .000
- Mode of ' - 3 ) :
Communication 28 3.,0u6% 18 ° .000 30 .000 20 .000

Note: High and low designations refer to the top and bottom 40th per-
centile sections of the respective distributions, while very high and
very low designations refer to the top and bottom 30th percentile sections.

dExcept where asterisked, these values are not significant,

*p‘<.10:>.05. The direction of relationship is positive.

' | - (1u8)
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somana ey o Gojeotiven of Tovestivation

Lo posoavel describod nvelvos g avboaysth co vontpaet ot S losT
o those whom we sholl call nnsoocosciul o secess ! Leainorns {indeed
Lhroushe LTongdtudinal ('.‘J".?.1..'!1?.'!.‘.5.&-‘-.:). alber several veors ol exposure Lo o
Inetitute for Dovelopmeatal Stadicos ' dononstrocion and onpichment
classos dn Jour Hapelom public sehoels i New York Oigy,  Wo {~.rc-_:'g' intoe.
thio dilToienees hoteeeon endbdeen Vo have mode

csvod Tnoasceprtaindng

)

prograss ol these who have made S0TTLe o oo peodicss. he veriublos
inowiich wo wore Laod sUill ave) leterestod, and which we will vse Lo osiche

the cos-risonz, Tall into Yamilial, cogiivive, and commssmaoabional

ddmensions. The dote we luave collectod, we should add, may  yiold
{ Linportart considervations for radical educotional dnnovetion.

1

An evencunl "hard cope” tarvget pepulation idobt well coma from the

ntoecventive and campensetory rogpriims

ranks ol those children on whom

saem Lo mahke Little or no dmpact. It could be thelt slress on counitvive

style and communicational systems rather then on devices and aids, say,
to teuch reading, may be of tancible future sigriiicance. We would hoje
to be able to offer some gencralizations we to the Ywhy'" of “guiners®

ond "nongainers™ which go beyond the more conventional test approuch

but which are individoally dicguostic, nevartlhicless.

Our chicl objeclive, then, w=e to idenbily ccrtain oxtromes i our

pupil pupulation--that is, those who prolilt from compensatory eduaalion

and those who do nolb.  We were interested in discoveping the psychosooind

porameters of thesoe two subsampies so thalb we would be dn o Delblter pesiflion
than wo are alt presenlt to make recommendaiions aboul dntepveation ond
chanee with peogard to the childecn Tor whom thoe usan! inbeeveanbivoe
o _
ERIC - - 16
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Foclhivigues we ol endnenltly suevesstal,

o ove oviwings proposal, woeo ool bined some haporiaal oducatl ional
dnplications ol Ehis dovesLizoaibion, stommdiimy Feon o hasio corsidoration:
wiy ave gome childiren, pogardlions ol dindtiol Tovels ol gencral ability,
neeble (or less able) fo prolil from, to use, 'I.'(;) absorhb Lrom, odacational
programs designoed For them as the "Earge!™ population? .\'Jlxy are othop
(cyually disadvantaged) children able (ovonope able) to guin, despito
S.‘imi.’l_u]_;j't.i s dnoceullueal bockground and ethnice status to thalb of Lhe
lower gaineps?  Woe thought, perhaps, that we had been Looking ol possibly
important vardables in the wrony way, or perhoaps thoal we had not beon
teusing ont the signilicant voriablos.

It was the overall purposce ol this year's inveslization o look at
:I"_am:i..].y' systems, family dinteractions, and individual ohildren's behavion
Irom a point of view, a ipamcwork, that subsumes cownitive and communicu-
tional style variables in ways which didfer From the Drameworh ol mope
traditional xl‘le't]lo(fls. The overalld hypothesis of this rescarch velates To
he possibility that family "systoms™ and "milicus™--viewed in terns of
how fam.:i.ly members communicatce with, and send "messages” to one another
(their characteristic communicational style }--may provide vavious kinds
of perspectives and "miles for behavior” that become internalized by the
school-going members.  Further, we hypothesized that these perspectives
mediate (enhance or curtail) the children's abilitics to Listen, attend,
conacptualize, sitl: still, eta.--abilitics which are crucial to learn;inQ
situations, be they formal or informal. (In Tthe desiygn of oun reseaprch,
we should note, however, that we hod not rpuled oul the possibility that
cther, more "conventbional™ sociological ond psychological variables may
also play an dimportant role din determining achicvement-status, and

indeed, we have included such variables in our dintervicw schedule.)
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To achiiove ove purpesos, we developed o amddy .i!i'l('l‘.\’.l'('\‘.’., lor vse
wilh demdlics fooa o weoup siivalion, whioh coconrawes ol bomembers o Fhe
Family to participate.  This dnterviow ‘.'|E Fordo e on more paters Lhe
oppouviunity (we have nsed two palep-intepviowers) Lo orite the Tamily
sysiem Tor communications! and comnitive lTovel on scolos we have
devaloped.  We also developoed and pilob-tested bhobavioval tusks dor
cmi Ll wroups of ehildeoen which poeraitted the velevont commndcatiaonal
and counitive hebaviors to onerge--bohaviors which weve rated along
the seme commpicational dimensions nolted above.

In sum, then, we idonti ried cgroups ol cehildeen who had sevorol yoobs
ol exposure to the Institube's demonstration classes in Havlem clementory .
schools as cither hivh gainers and low gaincers in terms ol sceveral crilorin
(indopéndent of initiul 1Q lovels), and then atitempted to relate various
socio-psychological, buckeround, comminicational, and cognitive stylao

variables to the status of the child (high or low), that is, in torins of

his ability to profit from the enviched educational program in which he

hud purticipated for severval yoars.

Our expcclation wes that the high gainers and tho low gainewrs could
be identificed (“blindly”--through observer-raters) in the behavioral |
sessions by lheir cognilive styles and that thedir families could be
characterized by certain psycﬁos@cial, language, and communicational Toa-
tures thalt would emerge and be obsepved and rated in a specially developed
Tamily dntcervicw (by a diflerent set ol obsceivers who did not know the
stotus--in terms ol achicvement--of the dndex child) . We expected also,
thal we eould develop reliable methods for celiciting and assessing Lhoe

boehuviors in which we wore inbtercstod.
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Gamp e and Methodolony

To wecopitulolo Ledcl by ove praccedures:s Peom the J9085-1909 orom ob

Tepandualod" From adll olf Phe Instadukots thied-

Fowelh seaders who hod Leen
vride olassces, relalively recent "L Lens! wene oliminated Lo dnsuve o
sampl o with moximun cxposure Lo Uhe enpichaent proseam. From Lhis oo,
a sample was sceleoted on the basis ol bwo cuviteria--hkich, on lLittle o ne
gains on the Stanford-Linet test, and on the Gates-MacGinitvie Vocabuliwy
toslt. Goins were dolined as incerements From an indtial point (three yoing
prior. and two yeawrs prior Loy the two instrumonts respectively) to o

later point {19068) in ime.

The two pupil-extremes thne identilficd were chavactovized Ly: ()
Lfomilial and backeround Factors as well as watings os "fumily systems! ag
fo communicutional and cognitive style, obtained by tvained dintervious
{eoing into the homes) working with reliable observational methods and
rating techniques; and (L) cognitive-style ratings of the children thom-

scelves randemly assigned Lo small

cognitive-style” sessions .in which
their commusicational and languace behavior was carcfully obscerved and
(reliably) rated by raters with no prior knowlcedge as to whether § is a
gaiher or nongainef. -

To achieve the foregoing, major efforts were devoled to developing a

reliable interviewing technigue for assessing the Family members comnuni-

eational.System as well as more "conventional™ pavameters; in addition,
the development of bohavieral tasks for our cognilive style sessions also
required meonths ol wescarch activity, as did the development ol vating
scales Tor nse in both of Ltheso AsSosEICn | aituations.
The currvent chaplter deseribes in dotmil.ouv clforts with rogavd to the |
Fovogoing: () swples () the developmenis ol the bwhu&iuruJ sessions and

Lhe tasks; (¢} the development ol the Lanily inteevicew; and (d) the eating

sealeos.  Appendix A presonts the coded intepviow sehodule thit finally -1faw

/7
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emcroacd oo eesult ol oo intensive rescareh clioetn i {‘.lg(' .p;w.l» YO,
The Sonple
Dram the Toneth greadors dn Pubido Schools 068, 749, 90, and 175 0o
Hevwdoem, all ehildeen who hod bheen din the Dretitale’s Uhicd-geiade elassos
wore placed inbo an dnitial pool.  Feom this pool, only those clidldion
who had had ot least Lhreeo yvears ol exposure to the Institote’s progean,

thatl is. contored 1 1963 on 1901 at kindergavton or prokindevaarbaon
v (3] R ~ 2

) 1,1

wore Curther seleeted.  There weee 30 such Ss. Table L presents the noan

oo, sox, and I

1leop status™ ol this grown Lew oneh school and Lon

schools conhined.  Mn examination of the discrepancy scoves werae mada [er

these Ss an the following manner (see Tables 3-6) o

(1) Mich owiners and Low gainers op the Stanfend-Binct mondod agoe

diserenaney eri;

Hiah goiners were delfined as those L s whoso dbis-
oiwepanc:y score was at least 2 vcars, 8 months (the top H0% of the sample) .
Low gainers weve those 1N children whose discrepancy scoce was 2 years on
tess {(the bolbtem UCHE ol the sample) .  The range ol discrepancy scores is

2 years, 8 wmonths to Iy years, L month for the Lormer, and 2 years to L year,

2 months for the latter group.

(2) Very hich and very low gainers on_ the Stanford-Binel mental age

discrepancy criteorion. Very high gainers were defined as those 11

children whose discrepancy score was at leost 2 years, 10 months (thoe top
20% of the sample). Very low gainers were those 9 children whose discrep-
ancy ‘scorc was L year, 10 months or less (the bottom 23% of the sumple).
The range of discrepancy scores is 2 years, 10 months to W years, L month
For the fovmer, and 1 year, 10 mon'thé 1o 1 SIC?Lll“, 2 months Tor tho lutter

aroup .

(7 Hieh gadinors  and low eoiners on the Gotes-MaeGinitie Voeubuliasy
Test. High goinees were delined as those L2 childeen whose disceepancy

Ieatauorion () and (3) contadin catogorics (2) wd ().

16
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seoro s ol dTeaat O atendoed wai e (Uhe Tap 395 ol L saomp el o o
gatiors veee Those T0 ohibdven whooo dicoropaney seoro wine @ slandind

ung ba oor loess Chhe ot o

Sety ol The sonp e . Lo panae ol dnoropancey

conres Ta O standand units Lo L9 slandard wnits Forothe Foemog, inad 42
slindiod vndts o -0 standoed wiits Tow the Laorlor groae,
() Vesry Dol wnd veey Tow ooiners on dhe

Vocrhulapy 'Teost.  Vewry hiigh golners were delined as hese 0 children

whese  discuopunay score was ol Least 10 slondard wiils (0he Tap 27% of

1he sample) . Very low cwiners wore those O childvron whoase diserepaney
score was necaltive (the botlem 29% ol the siouple) . The range of i
cpeponey seobes iw 10 steandavd wiits Lo L9 wltandund anics Tor the Lfoomer,
and. -1 standard anit Lo -0 standeed wiits low the lat I:.('_-r croug.
Tables 3 through O present various chavactoevistics of Lhe hich
gainers and low gainers, selceted on the basis ol the foregoiing ceiteria.
3

Table 3 comparves initial mean Standard-Binck mental age scores (19065) ¢

)

£

-

high and low sainers, and very high and low ooiners. 11 can be seoen

from this table that the hich and low groups thus desicnated do not signif-

icuntly differ Trom edach other in initial mean mental age scores. Table L
& s

which presents mean chrohological ages (as of Seplembeov, 1968) for the
high and low groups, also shows that high gninenrs do not signilicantly
Aiffer from low gainers in chronolouical age.

Table 5 presents the initial mean Stanford-Rinct mental age scores
(1.965) , and Table 6 Tthe mean chronological ages (September, 1968}, ol the
high and low :_J,i;J.Ii.Jlt’]."S as determined by the Gates-MacGinitie Veocabulary
climue scores (Spring 1266-Springld68) . These tables show Lhat, both
in terms of initial menlal ages as well as chronological wues, high
cainens do volb difler signilicuantly Trom low giciners as do Fincd by their
discrepaney seores,

The above findings are ol considerable sivnil icimee to the purpose

169
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ol o sy, Tow Thoy dndicato dThal daibicl Joveli ol wonera ]l ahil iy o
o ehironoblosdical oo do notb o deleveine whoebner an 5 ds Geniognled as Lion
or Lew dn Towms ol the oraborvia we have waoedls They conlTein ogme axpectivtion

Lhot we muast Jook colsewheeo Tor vaviablos thal doborsine o chidobs oo
8

in the yenrs ol cxposaro oo the nstitale peoqpion. Thoe coerent stady v

proesonts o abltonpt bo o disolote ol least sore of the relevant 31 os.

Table 2 presents the number of dndex childron oventuedlly scen in thoe

small veoup Lebavioral sessions {condomly assigned in tovms of hish and

4

Low ,‘.5:iiil|illl~i). Oirly 30 ol the awicinal 30 j,'-_.ks'\a'e].‘rf pbhsorvad and Tplindly!
vated in these sossions, since six childror moved our o the sohosl dis-
trict belfare the sessions were mu.  Table 2 also shows thet all 20 of the
families arve involved in cur interviewing procodurcs. As o maliver of

) )

Dfaet, at this wrilting, 35 of the 36 fumilics have Leen intervicwod.



Th e fond

IRRRRLAE
( Thoe pitot=toesting ol Lhe comnitive sty bo ndis vins dosceiped o de-
tadld o the Jeonvess Roportse A complote dosceipiidon ol thine fieda '

prosentoed ot The end ol Lhis seclion.  As con boe soeca, Po bebavioein]

Sessions comprine o wide voviely ol fasks, povsaictiog o rasee of po-

Lovant responses o occeur oud allowing the valoes o eboonve di

Facots of comitive style. Ve bhave Townd, for orample, thot

Questions (Ttask 3), clicits belhaviors From which The ebservers enn "judge”
ahetract thinking, locleality of thought, ood the ability to wsh guestions.

ot

Ayl vl ine silbuations Ulask 7) bhuroupht Iortlh such

The Individugl Picluong Sodiae

Thinkine and loavounoe bebaviors as the ahiltiby bEo Fowvn locical sodguonees,
L] -3 [yw) » ) L hs

Lo make Llocical transilions, and to use elabervative longnage.  The abisdty

to pul onesell in the place of the other was rellected in the Rn

situation (Tazk 5). It should be notaed, howevow,

b

that there was nol necas.
sarily a one—tu~@ne relutionsivip betweeuw a tark and abbohuvior to be rated.
Such behaviors as listening ability, attention, tosk furtherance, and awanre-
ness ol others, for example, cut acwross all tasks.

Wé have met the problem of eliciting ratable hehavior from the shy or
guict child, easily overshadowed by more voeul or expressive children, by

introducing three individual tasks: Individeal Picture Sequencing  (Task 7),

Story Retelling (Task 8), and Inoctment (Task 9). In these situations,

cacly child had a chance to "perform.”

In generul, we feﬁl that our tasks have adequately tapped the hdavionrs
in which we wero intersted. Morcover, the children onjoyed the sessions,
spontancously interacted anonyg one another, il respondoed with aul'licieont
variation along the Delavioral dimensions in which woo were intoevested ta

( poermit some pange in the ratings which were made.

Q .
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Jepdere-Batew Holes. Ui lab- Lostine Yaed o dnddeaied Deowes T vha b caee plam .
(o hiove one cspocimenlor adwdndnber The fodividoal tasks wiei o anaclhor
aypordmoni o adnivisirers Phe oeonap Poedes Quithe allternation o thone voter )
aso diseusaod Gn Peospeess Repowd 32, wias nol Leasdibio. Since holh Jis aann

peclorm as ratoes at Fhe ond ol Fhe sesaion, Lhedr ingbilily o obsorve

Twe cinrdleneoas activitios For raliong purposces Loreed us Lo wimploy ondy
one Leader o " o the sessiong. The bome Leader was used Povoall Lhe
sessione.  In addition, two vater-obeeovvers weero presepl durdlng thoe sos-
sions~-the somoe two For 0ll scssions.

Rotings. We decided to give each child one clabal vating (instead o
savoral roltings) on cognitive and conatgii é;-.’l'l.’.f cuol o stvlo as a resalt of
pilol-rtesting (1}:_]_)(e;;_i,('-‘no_es (P.S. 100 on Wost 1581h Gy . We dound that

various aspects ol cognitive and commupiciative style werve nol casily anoly-

csable into multually exclusive areas. Feather, the scparate vating scoles

did not consivlently rellecl: the variety ol behaviovs oxhibitoed in thn
session: nor were the behaviors subsumed by the sceales consistently exhi-
bited by cach child in the behavioral sessions.

Pilot-testine expericnces with the group of roling scales describod in

Prosress Report #2 also indicated to us the need For Ltwo more midale-scile
[\~ K

points. Accordingly, There were six points on tho single scale we employed:

Oveoratll Ralting for Copnitive and Communicalional S"L'y].(gd

- v 3 2 il X

TTO0R : GOOD  can't rate; no
. opporhnilty Lo
“obsenrve

2 o - ' J
Nole, the addilional steps dn rhe sceate cont inne to Forco the vatoere o
make o choice in Che direction ol (1) wood or (0) poor  cognilive and conmni-

cab tonal slylo.




-

Kerbinos Lo cnchr enibd wore mde Dnaediotoby odoe Tho oreciion wi
comgLebod.s The Pwe celors woeee The somd concoeehs sEa U mealb o en who desta
major vesponsihi ity o Uhie dovedepmenl ol Tha cognilive shyda o, St
Chey had ample oxpoerionce anowacehing Foro the veloast behaviors as thoy
eateino e

The clobal rating wis bocod oo @ Tsmmowey™ dapeossior ol hehavioes
whiicelr the vaterss Duilds wp o whilo unuefnjly hieovinie the ehildeen as Flhe hee
hoavioval scssions puremreseed,  He oy add, fbu ruteos nelerred o and aolual-
ly cheokod varicus podints on the  scveeal scales  employed in the  famdily
interview.  Speciiieally. these "werh seulos ipehwleds Mode ol Commnute-
antion: DListosing md Abtentioned Skille; Responses Lo or Awavoness ol ihe

sitions and Seguoncing; and Couceptiull Loevel of Conmunication: Abstracines:,

- -
L

' Listener ad Others in the Group: Tosk FPorlhweesnee wund Conmploticn:; Tron-
|
|
Eloboration, and Clavity. In addition, the raters kept running notes on
each child during the sessions, pectinent to the qualities rellected in ouve
conceplualizations about coegnitive style.

Since fouwr was considered the optimum nubor of children per group, $ix
non~expérimentnl children were added as "Fillers" to our sample of thirty,
so that coch session would contain Lour children. Randomizqtion waies obtained
by slmffling cards containing the names ol The expevimental children in each
schicol and selecting the first four, the next four, ele., as members ol any
one group. The raters and Leader did not know the conmposition of the gronps--

that is, who the "highs" or "lows"™ might be. Testing was comploeted in Junc.

The Pebavioral Toaskes

The developmeont of the balxivioral tushs and the extensive pilol-tosting
involved in this proecss have boen presented dn detall in the Progroess Repowls

for the cnerevently describoed invoesticaiioo.
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Uobesw odtheredno indicated D othe Tollowing bashos wore prosent od Lo e

childeen oo w ooponp sitaolion i the bhohavioral sessions:

(1) Pl This wos dnleoduecd withe:

PREPENT CTHAY NEXT VORI YOU HAY L TQ PRESUNT PHEL SUHnO L LAY D it AUD -
PORTES . PLAN L AND TR T HONW YO GO ARG 10 AN VAT SOU WELEL bo, A
YOU HAVL AL I ARRARGTMENTS MADG, WE WELL GIVE YOU SOML UPrers 10 ACtT our
THE PLAY WET-=BUT TIRST PLAN T,

(2)  Cueenp Ficturce Sequoncing. Dove picltures fear the \\7.‘1_31.'!7\';_},/(;']-; Femily
Interaction Appoceeption Tost (FLAT) presented in Miouehin ot al. (1967)
wore 2iven Lo the childron with the Yollowing insiruolions:

HERT ARDE SQOME DRLCTHRES . YOU SHOULD ARRATGE PHESE IN S0MT QRDTIR AND
ATT AGREE ON A STORY.

(3) Filteen Quostions. The instructions wero:

NOW Wi AR GOING IO PLAY TLIFLELEN QUESTIONS. LI ME UFLEL YOU HowW TUn
G/}HI:) GOLES. T AM GOING 'TO THIKK OF AN ANIMAL ARD YOU IAVE TO Gl]]:)&"S WHICH
-AI.\"INAL PY ASIIRG MF O QUESTIONS. T CAN ONIY ANSWER YES OR NO T0 YOUR CUESTLONS.
ARD YOL _CAN ONLY ASK 15 QULSTIORS SO DON'IT WASTE ANY. i)ON”l‘ ASK ME THE
RAMES OF SPECILFIC ANIMALS, BUT ASK ME QUESTIONS ABOUT THE ANIMATS AS "io LT
BIG?'™ OR "DOLS I HAVE LONG FARS?®  WIOEVER GUESSES HIE ANIMAL WINS.

The categories of \-'cge'tablil.(-?. and fruit were cmployed after the above
procedure.

(M) Teleovision. This task was introduced with the following:

LET'S PRIUTEND YOU I'WO ARE LHE CHILDREN AND YOU WO ARE THI PARENTS.
NOW THE CHILDREN WANT £O WATCH A SPECIAL TELLVISTION IPROGRAM FHAT 1S ON LA
TONLGHL, BUE THE PARENDS DONTT WANT TUHIM TO.  YOU, AS CIHILDREN, GIVE T
PARLNTS REASONS WY YOU SHOGED B ARLE TO WATCIE T'C AND YOU AS PARENTS, THELL

PTHEM WHY NOT.

(5)  Rele Playvine.  Pappels wore pul on o table and inteodoced with:

174
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BERE LS A PAMTINN D A MOTIHELR, ARG TR CHPLBRER, NOW BN B F ey
FALHES COMES HOME AND SAYS BLLSTUN CARBITNLY DERCAUST © DAyl Sosiiia b vy

LRUCORTANT IO THEL y0tds ACT U wEANT PHE PATTHIIR D BAYY .f..I WA PSP LNS

Phe Sollevine silontton vas bhon proserted with Do voguieod ool e

THO MOTHERS ANG A TEACUER ARD HRRRN TNG W0 L PRINCEPALTS OLETEC
ACT OUT WHAT HAPPTRS WIHIN CHLY G THERD,

(6)  Group Acpocpent.  The inslructions wore

Nend ALL OF YOU BAVE U0 ACKLD ON A PRESENT PON youR ITACHER, DECIDE
ON WHAT ONE THING YOU W)Ul ALE LTEI 10 GTVE HER,

(7)  Tuddvidaal Diclbc

Soquencina, Laeh ebd Ld was given theeee nio-

tures Lreom o seriles eolled Troachine Pietuves, Posounrce Shoots (Teston, 1000)

and told the Follewino:

EACIT 0F YOU IS GOIRNG TO GET SORIT PLCTURES.  YOU ARL TO RUT whlal IN
SOME ORDER ARWD TELL A STORY AROUT LHEM. .

During this task, the rest ol the children listen to eacn child's

presentation.

CAfter Task (7) was completoed, the growp of four was divided into two
dyiads for the administration ol Ta: ,L (8) und (Q) . vy of the childeon
were seated ]5y themselves and given materials with vhich to draw while Lhe
other two were with the leader. Alter Tocks (8) and (9) were completed
wilh the first group, the two groups exchanged positions and the leader ad-
ministered these tasks Lo the socond gvows,

(8)  Story Retelline.  This was -administered in The Lol Lowing mannen:

TOWELT TELL (NAMDL CHILD #1) A STORY. JHE WLLL PHEN CIRLL T8 1O (RAME

CHELD &2) . HERE LT 15:
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SORY A

CAROE, VAL LDGFCENG TORC A CHRDITPRAG PRUGER PoR 15 SESTER . CARnY oy
A PRI GRS SWEATER Wil Cannd, GO ol sHE BAY IRIAT T SALEDLALY
AL CIVEN Bbed A BWEATRR T Was HBOH OO T BLL POR PR SISk SO WL
,‘ri,f\.l':'l) CAROL, M E GUESS T DA PHE CHRESTMAS SHORPTRO T MY Mortilrys PRES By
TONAY T

ROW LG0T PELL YQU A STORY  (RAMY CHITD 023 ARD THEN YOU VIR wLny. 1w
TO (RAML CHTLD 21

SYORY 1

RILI WAS ON HELS WAY 10 SCHOO..  BILL ST0PrPLD AT AVGENTTS li(’)i.]b'?l 10 CALL
ALBURT . ALGLRT, i-\J,,J?}lJY'\".l‘.__” HE CATLED . ALDERITS MOenei Canily O LD WINDO
AN SATD, YOIITRE LAYE PODAY.  ALRERY HAS NREADY LU FOR SCHOOLO™ BINL
RAN '\L,L THE VWAY 1O SCIHIOOL.  PU ALBLERT WXSKRTE THLRL, RITL HAD RUR S0 QurinLy
THAL MUE PASSED ALDTRT AN GOT 10 SCHOOL LIRS,

It was decided net to record the storics verbatim as descovibod in Pro-
gress Report #2000 Child #1 and ehild #2 were then presented the “ljlg_lvwﬁ.i;

Task with the following:

(9). Yoncdment.
SiY: NOW T WANT YOU T0O DO A LELTTLE ACHTING, AS TUCUGH YOU WERE IN A PLAY.

(NAME) , YOU WILL PIAY THE PART OF TIE TEACHLR, AND (NAME) YO

WILL PLAY ‘MIE PART OF A LITILE BOY/GIRL. ___ _, YOU HAVE JUsY RETURNED
FROM A IRTE 10 1ME Z00. /XNJ)__;“_;_, YOU ARE GOIRG 10 ASK____ ABOUT IT.
NOW__ , I WANT YOU TO BE A PARUICULAR KIND OF LITYLE BOY/GIRL. TIHLS
BOY/GIRL, TS VERY SHY. MIE/S1E DORSN'T LIKE 10 TALK UP IN CLASS, AND IE/SHE
TSNTLC A VERY GAOD tALKER. THE ITACHER MUST UELR WIM/ZHER TO TALK UP.  YOU

G JHIMAHER 1O TALK.

BOID: Same sitvation wilth the Dollowing changoe:
NOW, WI HAVE ISTE SAMIT STIUATTON AGATN--YOU ARL FHE PROX/CIRE WHO  UAS ;

JUST COME BACK IROM PHE 200, BUE, YOU AREN A VERY DIPTERINE KIND 01 BOY/

b
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Ahe Venaddy Tnboeryicw

( The Lirsh stage ol pilot=Lesting ol the home inverviow sehodod o wis
cop toerad during the Pieot Vow vyooks of I"!.::;\r. '.i‘,h:f.'-.(; pilol intoryiows weroe
aleo uscd to Lrain and oricnt the intouviowers wilh regord 1o the apecillic
and overall purposes ol bne duterview and the iinds ol obasorvations ol
Family dintevaction thal are nccessary Por the Lamily ratings.  Using the
sehedule presentod in Prooeoss Reporl #E,Vtho dinterviewers (hwo ol o i)
visited Lour ghelble Familics with the purposce ol deteommining need Lov Tarthop
revisions in the intorviow schedule and rating scules.

Progross Reporl #1 outlined our thinking aliput the chavactoristics of
communicational and corniiive style vhich we think are :;?L?fl_anrl:(.‘d. Lo the reo-
lative abilities ol childron to prollt From, to make strides in, an  on-
richment program such as the one th@ilﬂﬁfiUJtC has been running.  We noted
then that our belicld was that such styIGS arosc from the oxpeviences cf the
childrea growing wp in o@prain types off lamily systems which generatoed dif-
Terent kinds of conmunicaticnol styles--variables which could be, we thought,
ohscrved-and rated, provided thalt the Family members are given an opporTunily
to interact with one unother in group, communicational situations. We were
also interested, as noted al that time, in exploving other characteristics
of the families (of a domogruphic nature, for example) . Our task 1Then became
one of devising an interview situation which would yield several levels of
behavior. These included demographic and interactive data, as well as data

based on opportunities for Family communication te arise. Provious Rrogress

reporta deseribed the dovelopment of this interview, in its various Lovms.
We should note that the interview, as we developed it, posscssed the
Following characteristics, amony many onlthors:
( (1) As many moembers ol the Fanily as wenre available wero inltoprviewed
shmiltanconsly.
Q (2) As Fov as pessible, intevview items woepe devised so thal they

'ERIC
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BA 7o provided by ERic:

coodd e dirvestoed Lo Lo Pami by s s oeodp, peoviding o apporitni by Lo

ohscrve oy dynisaics, such s who Lokos over, wio ondees Dhee doedsione,
"

Thiovneh whom ave Lhe "mognnooes™ gont, os ovedd oo ofhor Jovolo ol Tami by

irtoraetion sueh s Fhe nabure ol b comenmvico Lo, LES nodeo Lovel ) e

(3) Moo inbeoduce i spree i e Fami byeaniontod Flrashs™ Do faie dnden o
aituatIon to provide gpporbunitics Dor Thoe rattine ol coonicive and comnuns-
calioni stylas.,

As a st step in thoe dovelopment ol owre dvbeoviow, wu'mu@n &
thoreuel) assessment ol the avalloble Litcoverwee and mebhods, bolb Leened
pavticoalaordy heavity on the Dnslitite’s owm dntervicew schedote espocially
developed For this populalion (sce Bloom, Whiltowiny, & Dowlneh, 1907) and
the Dcpvivutign Index based on empivical wesearch with thie schedule (seo

Whitemann, Brown, & Doutsely, 19G7) . Othee sources Lor our items incluaded:

Institurte rescorch, lovwer SEE Civild

my

the schedule developed Tor an ongc:

Live Diffoventiatiorn (Deulsely, 1968); the schedule dovel-

1md Co

oped for the Center for Urbun Dducation’s Bedlowd-Stuyvesant study (1907)
and the_ community self-survey schedule developed at the University of Towa.
Milner's report (1951) wus quite helplul to us in conceprualizing some sig-
nificant areas for the intevrviow.

Ttem types examined Lor possible uwse included a larce variecty ol guos-
. &

tions concerning demographic data and a larvge pool of items assessing lfamily

interaction, the latter including such areas as child rearing practices, ex-
pression of positive and negalive attitwles toward the children, and oppor-
tunities Lor and cencowragement of verbal interaction. An extremcly large
poalt ol possible itans wvas thus collected, From which ve solected, modifiod,
o1 rewinlbe Dtans in oaccordance with our own neods:

(1) VWe were Loveed Lo oxelude cortain ftoms not ‘])(!(leLl&it' ol” postible

dirvolovancee, bul beeause ol Time considovations: 30 wo woere Lo uwse i
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

el

Lono i dnierviow cohoaube, Do wannfd ool bo o cnl'liciend Liae o intores:
o Lhe pavl o the Pasaidy To o peemil dnedusion of The bebarvdorads el cnnen-
Liad Porotestino gur hypolbicoos,  Dmgp los o0 ihoms climinatod ab ol
poinl aves nusber ol applionmecs o the bome: Dlnoneiob aspoaratioon. ol
parvcit sy pocental o valing ol nelohlinrhood .‘I(T.‘llz':)vl.-‘."v; and some aspeets ol
child voaring practices. I cencval, mest avcas ol posaible rolavanee Fou
our purposes weroe dncludoed, bul oin some inolonecs, addibional, more spoeci-
Tie drtoems wore exceludoed.

() We climinated ov modilicd itoes on the basis ol dnappropriole
concertual Jovel ol theis contont.  The Inglitate has viast (:.‘X]..)(".'l._‘._'i.(_'..ﬂ(':(j.' with
intorviowinng dundividuals Crom o ohette popuiad ion, cspoeeidl j..')l::;.:l"h('.’ biaoek

ArEralizatian on

ahictto.  Queries involving some degcco ol abstraetion ot gons

the pavt of the vespondent have been Found To e gomewhal unsuccessPul in
eliciting rospenses; in addition,  questions dealing with allecel ov which
require introspoeckion tend teo clicit action-owriented, rather than Lecling-
cricntoed, responses. My ditems were thus cither reworded or elininabed on
the busis of a priori as well as empirical considcerations concemiing the
cjl.a‘t.‘:i.'ty-o:i? commmication to the respondent, and his ability Lo respond on
thc (."Ul](,‘C'l_').’:l.h’.l.'l. level required.

(3) ITtems were climinated or modificd in Lterms of the usual crvitorin
concoming avkuward or value-luden wording which would put the intevvicwee
on guanrd.

(1) .We modified i";‘(f.-:ns Lo avoid the traditional molther~oriented quostlinmngs
so as Lo cneourage fumily papticipation in responding Lo the items, as well
as Fo roduce the possibility of establishing a set whevcin only thoe mother on
other parcental Ficure wesponds. Thit is, dnlkevvioew ilomng wore desigiod ov
modiliod so as Lo encourage Tamily :i.n‘tc’.\;’:.tc:'lt_ir)il., bolh of @ voerbal or nonveehal
mibueo,  In o the cuerent intervioew schedulo, some dboms ave direetoed oo thoe

childeon only, some o hoe morher Gand Tathoen, dl ;_)‘l‘(':-:—;(-'n'l.'),um'l a lavooe




nob e ol e e divected Po P enl oo Tani by
( The friterviee nebediche (oo Sppondixe A vhiiohe coalaing bac do o o
codiine dnstenchions e D he poviooed Intoevioe) s dnlredbieod g the Piunda o
coviered the nllowine dreass
(1) Do e docne Thosiesd mobi ity ol Pimily: ceowdodnessg Gone
posibion, <ize, and dntaciness of Pond byovpvids Famd by b e hoad thy proeonts?
educalion mnd ospiviabions Tor ohildeon; povonts? enployments and Donmilyiy
comnmnily poriicapatio.
() fntecoctive dota. Povents knowledre of aotiviticos and whove
abouts of thoiv chiJdueon;, rolo assioneonl and steablity ol wolos dn the

Lamd Ty availability ol adolts For o verbal interchonso, encounvarcnent of

verbul dntorchore with adults, availability ol vonwding maicsinl and
encowracement of reading. family velitionships in afleetive apeas.

(3)  Cosniiive and _compunicationad dota.  Family monbeors® ionteraction

IR AN

and verbal ond intcrchungoes around content-questions designed o elicit o
range ol commurdceational behaviovs--these hohaviors providoed | Feogoethen wiih
all preccding Lehaviow, an gpportunity for ihe raters Lo obscrve and pato
the family on sczles Lo be described in the next scetion.

In addition to the forcgoing, data bascd on various obsecivelions of
the home were obtained 'th}.*oug]_l ri Fings with vespect Ltor type ol buodlding
;md condition of home intoerior.

As noted, ralings based on counitive and communicational variables

representoed an extremely important portion ol the data to bhe oblained

From the family sessions.  LThese arce deseribed ot the end ol this chaploe.

The interviewiny toun Foro the lovnmal. folceviews was compasod ol throee

E

»
stall membera, one while (Fomale) and two black (males) . The scal D memboer
‘ - . . * . - - . - . . g - .
| ( (Female) who bod major vesponsibi Lity isc the -devoelopment ol e intorviow
sehaedid o el considoerabhlo exporiciec i 0 use was present ol ol dntery Do
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vt Lo cinct of e Teo etars doenrend ey an Phoim :‘viw:i‘xxl_(‘:-. St oenid bah g i
( ol Lomilics, vore seanianod G ebor o Poorancamby G ol 1 poed fon-
Joeodnlterv i, oo,
v aoveral e o e, L v sbnbed phet Ul Ddaeels aned vt
o

Prccorvicwers would boe o vamdom !y resdonod Foo by vodo odh olihes dnterviowor

or vecoarder Forocencl inbecviow (holtho voles onvelve mokiing vol ooy ol the

ondh ol The intorview) . We decided, bowever, To povinanontly ausion the ool

oil revordor o Uhie whib b svad D omember dn o order o oconesiatonddy ase bloek

hervicwers in coch o he Fowily sossions.,

=
-

Yo
'
¢

I oshonld So nalbcd dheel the Tonm™s roloes alloved Do considoralto

e
L

Lhexidbility ol Ioncetion. Alilwouszh Lhe wolive intovviowers vove the

mavy quesbionses. Lhe reoerder was encouraced Lo clonilfy any aiswens,

correel any oriscians miwde by the geestionors, ond ol

ey addiitenal probos

believed Lo ho necessary.  This allo2ation ol roloes vas found o be agree-

]

~

able To all monbors ol the interviewiog team, scomed To work well wilthin
Lhe family interviews, and has peomltted both questioncers and vecordors 1o
develop.considerable cxpertisce in their iondividuol voles.

Training of the interviewers prior teo pilol phuses included vole-
playing scssions.  Coveolul discussion of all aspeels of the interview
oxpericnce followed each pilol :L]TL'G'W:LQ\\' and s;ura.:'vcz'd as further training.
The lLattor procc—_'dm:'(-) wiags also necessory Lor reflining and polishing the
intervicw schoedule itscll as well as Fhe ratine scales.  Although the
interviowers had thorouzhly familicviced themselves with the schecdule

prior o the Tivst pilol dnterviow, There is no doubt, we micht add, Lhat

The wost violouable tieadnineg emereoed feon the pilol dntevviows thomselvoes,

The Pilot Inboprviews. The Four pilot familics were contacted with

( Fhoe hoelp ol Che ITngGi bube™s conmuni bty aidos--ohotbbo rosidenls who are G-

signed Lo the sohoods Trom whiieh the crweeont samplo is deawn. The dndtial

O
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Coniaclt with o Lheso Taand o voes noade b g cide Vg regoen b od Toe Pinedoiy T

poecmisnion, Ueeh diaai by v Phen ot boed dee o membors o Thoe dato e o
Tevm owhy sedesindod thie incoryv iene oy Dooes b Tt ey Toe oo votiodinng e :
Tor o lale it ornooner caely ovendug stinee Hiin geomed To e heo mosti e
verbent Uhpe Pov Uhe Ui Uies and o sted),

The Poue domilios woere poceptive Lo the aides and Intesviowor wien
centbaot wos Direl pode o] woconlive Do the Snterviow Dewn doving The el
dntoreiow,  This palttern continoeod Lhroughoul the duterviowine perviod.  Each
Family (pilol as well os expeorimental) wos poid $00.00 fov its parbicipetion
Jo Ahe dnLerciow, and wis so indormed whon Uiest contooited,  This ronaner-
abtion was civen to the fomily hoad Oy cash in an cnvelope ol the hesinniog
ol each dnteoviow,  Lbe pavmont vwis vendovod dmmodintedy altoe the dud cial
introduetions wore mode in thoe bame so bhob the Foamily would not Pecl Lhat
poyiont wie continrenl upon thediy intorview peelomannoo,

The intceviews Lastoed opproximclely an heowr ond o hell and did not
secm to tive either the Faunily menbevs or o dntoevicowvers.  ALL family mopbers
were eneouvaced to be present duving the entire intoevview,  This has not
]_J].‘("HG,"J‘I'[“'@G. a maior problom (althougl some ehitldren gecasionally wandered in
and out o:f_,’ the room in which The intevrviows were held.)

After Lhe :["..i.rS'L Tour pilot intervviews, Tthe dnterview schedule was
anilyzed in depth by the vescarceh staff. Althouch the major areus Lo beo
covered during the intorview had rvemained unallterced (see Progress Reporl 412)
sevoeral él)cmp;os wore nu:x.fl.o. at this point. These inveolved rovisions iun
actual econtent as woll as othor chunges, for example, in the sequoncoe,
wording, and suggeestad probes Lo some ol tho questions,

The Fomily intepviow sehedule ds, ol course, desicued o oldcil Lamily

intoraction.  To This ond, a nunbor ol questions was diveclod To the ontive

Family.  Duaving pilotine, @t was LTound hat oven Chouch gquestions woere

i
Go
o




i rcn e Pree o s e v bos e ol thiee (e o Lo, T e o,
Poclabvat binin ppaetooel eegpedl Do Fhoo gne ot v e Do e s i el
Foove oo s foal Dy ol feroeg oo Droes The goad o i Lo i, IR
Thuvs . mi) v cnanees weve voekos T fhie setieaes,

R SRR I A RS N S BU EE T SR L

.
!

Pl b Fad Ty naoldedpobion oo The headinnine, of Lo dndorviow,  oso
GLos L ens W iolt tondGon v Lo ol by aedicll Foonad Lo ooy oo SO
Juos e wiielt tendoen o e aseaped byoan adull Favd Ly monhier cmly wer

i

moved Do dater podnt e Lo dnborviow, whn be thoose Lhat wore Foued Lo

onconeaco inlernetrion were weereth e cnnel Tor podnt s,

Aldbew piloling

B I

Sond guosiions whiclh scomed 1o overlap wiliv olthoros

]

vore ondticd 2liecetiher as o were hoso which toaded booeldein vasue

Wisveors Foom Phe vespondonts, or hiodd Leon doomed ol rolovant Fo o the opoe
scareh problon, Thoso guostions consideret Juohly rolovant v contont

wiceo analyzed thovouwshly.  Peeobes and additional parts vere udaod o pavd-

mize theinr content, and moroe explicil diveotion was provided Dov the dnt e
vioewers Lo coguire the desired intormalion.

To the greatest oxbent possible, gquestions amenabilo Lo preceding wore
coded at. this paint. Those questions thatl could not ]JZL'(.:'(“.{‘.('[(_'(]. toended to be
those that provided pessibilitics for qualitative observations ol behavion
Tor rating purposes.  Thdse had Leon purpaesely Loft apen-ended to allow Lom
extensive family interaction.

The rating scales (see below) were Ffoud to be applicable to the bhe-
havior obscrved durving the pitot interviews. It was Tell, however, 1Thal
Lour-point scale was too Limiting Do the wide ravce of hebhaviow obsoervoed,
cven in the Four pilot dfamilics.  Phns, the scaloe was extended to six poinls,
wilh points 3 und 4 slightly above aud below a hypolhobical "avoevoee o=
nitive style™ Lor any individual scale.

e "I.‘i'll'.ill_‘.‘, For overall commanicational level presentod geoal dillicully

For the dnterviewers, who Iveguenlly Fowwd Chal Lhe components ol Che Famildy

)
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v (oo i b e et o) g el i e s sy bons ot e leit b e,
i Thic oo by v veverbvod B cgnat voee Doy Poue sesan o i free P
Powt by g a0 wbatoy v e poreente sy sihd Tneas endd Tontoor e bl Y,
phihooed s odeha b den i T ea L wes i b ehieined s eng e dbi T oe o

cldon v nad Ty mobieon vas e possihlon,

Tlve PP gwmnn M P v owss Corline Pregecadagpe

To dote, Uhiv ty-six ol Lhe Mhivey-soven samploe Danilios hove heon

inrevvicwed. e ponadains Tamily has hoco cpnbLocoted numeeous Lines by e
inlteoeioweors Por appeinemonlo, however, Onosovorn) onceasions, he inlor-

vioweprs viwited this Maaily ol the vobheduldod time ond Soond cdthoer jhaet all

piromost Foand Dy omerhors voee nol ol Tiome oi olse weire nol propoeed oo ine

'
i3

[
o

tovvieowot . Most of Lhe dotervioees wone comndennod Gurioc Tho wonitlie of oo

and guly.  Orher intervicows have Leon eonduetod this Jall saneoe some §ami Vios

Loft the city during the swmaer or sonl their children o canp. These J

Iomight Le voloed.  With almowt all dnterview dalo dn, prepoaraltion ig boing

made Lor key purch opoerations and consequent analysis ol the dala. A finad

{ Familices whn have beon scoen by Lhe duleoeviceers havo shown gpoent eoppernlion,
corrcelod version of the coding instructions has been comploted (see Appon- '
dex A) and punching oporabions , @t this weilting, arve about Lo hegin.
The development ol coding proccedures Lo the inteprvicew has been a tine -
consuming process due Lo the length of the dntervioew and the extonsivoe q&tali:i..—
takive material to be annlyzed. As nolbed, whorvever possible, dntowpviow
questions were precodod o facilituote data colloce l?fi:(j)ll. Precoding was notl
possible Lov open-ended itoms, howoever, Tho stafl boegan o Tovsulole codes
For 1he gqualitative material as soon as it wis catheved.  Duwing Lho month
ol"July, a swplo off half ol the Family intowviows wos analyzoed in o deplth Lo
|
|

. allow Tor Lhe dovelopment ol prelieinaey coding sheelts. Using these indtiol

coding inslraelions, bwo moenbors ol Che vosoarch Leam wore assioned Fhoe Fashk

O
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b LransVereine Do daiie e Thee il oy tow To e conde sheclta . CFhin o,
( condrec vz oy oevod ond dcaiadond Ty by eoch ol Lhee Lo sl o 0D oo o
coch D ey Seae ioe Gy oy ion, Fhose same s ba L meehio s coninn e

Phvc iy iy idan by congaor bod codo chiochs Fo foeorbadn oony iavonl Jolorseo-

Talicey ol codes. Whero diceropancion cxinlod, codees ciiiher reet P iod ane

codorts crpancous catarc o inat ion, o AF Lo discroepmnelos wore ot beibul -

abloe o discgrvecaent valhor than ceror, norations wore mudo as To o peocsible
excistones ol prohlons concerning thoe amueapriat eness o elanilby of 1he
Plhoem itesolf.

Once the peeliminary codione woe comploted, one of thoe principol do-

veshicontovs and one ol the coders (o wos oles tho vorageder dueing he

home dintervicows) chocked cacl ilon Por digscvepnneios Letween codors and
Tor categovies Lhat did not seom adcouucte Tor the data (0., dtems with
numerons rosponses codoed dn o the Motlaee™ cutegory) . AddGitional changes
weroe thon made sueh as simplilications, additions, wand (')i'l').f..‘.'-ﬁv‘il)]1.“.'-.; un il
the {inal set ol coding .'i.nl&:‘.'tl"llQ't.'f.u]‘l}.'. was doevised.

Seme probloms Loced by the coders were orcated byI 'I":h(’ voery nators ol
the intevview,  One difficnlty arose becausce this was indeed a "Tamily?
interview and soveral individuals could respond simultonenusly to The
same  question. One oexample of this siltuation is provided by an dtem
which asked the family wvhoere they thoey would Like to move. Conceivably
(emd in actluality), a parent  could have named one or more Localtions,
whi Le other Family members might have olfered a number of varving or coen-
arusnl oopinions.  In o this pacticalar case, The wide vaviation of re-
sponses within the same intorvieow proventod the developmenlt ol o moean-

D lal code ond The dtom ws oliminabod.

Y

( Mnlhor  problom was encountored in the dinteppretotion ol covtain

Lhomss For oxiusap Lo, Trom 0 off the inteeviow questioned paronlts as oo thoeds

LRIC 186

e ' o




cocr oo b sl eduesi fona!

( PR AR RSTY

RN

oot i Lo

TG s dnd o b Porenban!

Bnpbeatione foe Thom, o Coddoowe woere
proceion U tho meanin., o Tdiihe

Thiv vacticolar gopoel of (ho

Fheo S lem wore pofainoed,

Tho coders alse Toood sonne o

gquired @ moee Thovouoh dunlysis ol
responses Lo overn]

nolion ) [ TN

The aoding Liebraebions roouiyro Eh

LTawi by s eoting nveangomon s (o s

coders magt curefully pead pospons

hroeeldast alt homo?

"Who dLixes breakPast?7; Do oyou

family menbers vwsually eal dinnon

Family member_/ cst here?™; and "W
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ol miuazines in the home (oll fumilics said they had books and/or magazines) .

Other items did nolt elicit a ronge ol rvesponges, or elicited material which

did not yield the type ol data considored veluable ov welevant.  These elim-
intevview povision.  Appondix

inatod items constitute o additicnal step of
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Theoueh piloting, Tovmal interviowing, und coding procedures.
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Lawoser the wedahin, Lha:3jvawrtmL“'ﬁh@:(lﬁ;;ggrawuncni; A weisht ol 0 indiciatos.
no disesreameitt, and o oweioht ol 5 o indicates maxcinum Jdisigrpeoment. tabio

7 prescals che Dveguencey distrilution off the maltings by paived oosoprveors

For the counibive stvle halwvionnl sessions,  Pable 8 contains a waiedx wl

the weichlts wo ermployed fu compuing wolchled keppa.  Those data yvielded o
roliability coeflicicent (ueighted kappa) of J51 resulting in a z of 3.9
(p . 0002, two-tailed), dindicating hivh intervater acpeenent.  The Lfore-

going analysis is Lascd on 3U cases vemaiving after the elimination of

ratings where one obscrver each uvsed the Yean't rate? category. IL shonld

be noted (sce Table 2) thnt‘ﬂﬁ'gﬂ in the behavioral sessions were exponri-
mental Ss although the initial sample consisted of an N of 36. Six S werc
nol secn in the behavioral sessions because they had troanslerred out of

the school district during the academic year, 1908-1909. llowever, six
nonexperimental Ss were added to Tthe group scen in the behavieral scssions
i order to maivtain a consistent ﬁize off Tour §s for cach session.  The
reliability Qindings vepovted cuveently were therefore hased on 34 subjeuets,
ol whom 29 wene oxpovimental Ss o (bhe category Ycan't rate” wias veed Lon
two subjeets, vne ol whom was an expecimental 8).

An uneeichized Kippa (based on ovounced data by dichotomizing scores on
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o

Gl ey
(hebavioeel scusions) Lor lvich and low gioiners aid very higls and Low o ines
as dotined by Biret meotal aue diseovepaney scoves, aad abile 11 prosaits
Prequency distibutions Tor the sowe wolings o tevns ol the Gotes-Pae-

Ginitio lioh and lTow desisnabions,.  Point biscerias! corvelolion cosilicionts
) )

(Muimally, 1907) end © tests vore compuied for these data o cxamine thoe

celationshiy bobween thess subjiect designntions (hased on achiovamont uf
school) and the comnitive slyle behavioral ratings.

Point hiserial coceflicicnts woere used because of the nuturce of the
cdati.  Phe rating scale cmployed, For czample, wis cssentially a dichotonous
scale-=~with a Lorced choice vating made above or below the implicit scalco
midpoint.

It was expected that there would be a positive corvelation between
discrepaney seore measures and coonitive sityle vatings,  That is, those

subjoeots who incrcased most on a

viven measure (MA or vocabulavy scovea),
the bhioh cainers, would tend Lo be rated "good™ dn cogndtive and comnuni-
cational stvle in the behavioral scssions, and those subjeets who dnercased

Teast on a wiven measure woild fend e bhe vated "poor™ dn o comilive sty loe

in The bheltinvioeal sessions.
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Lo oun
i]),fpb'f;lmsjs regording anexpected rolationship to the bebin i opal rofines was
not conf 'i.f;ﬂe d.
Our present activities in councolion with last yeurts roscarch involve
a detatled explovation of Family interviow content and family vatings as tl:huy
relate o the index child's bhoehavioral rating indhe cognitive style session
and the designation of that child as To achievemend stutus.  Results ol thesc
explovations caumot be currond] y reported bhecause the data ave still bheing

analyzed.  Ih addition, we luve hewin numepons activities in conmaection with

the contimuetion woscaveh (L969-1970) ., the objectives. and methods of shieh aee

heicolly desceribed in Lhe noext seolion,
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focused cducational and pemedial stratecices in the Light ol onr dindings.
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techniques lor assessment and proediction that are highly appropriate JToe
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Total 11 110,54
FTotal, . :

Schonls 22 Ts _ 112,00
Comhined 1 ' _ 'Ky 1AL, 1

30 - M--17
-9

11L.69

il . .
Lodesigmictes subjocts who ontered the s progiom in proelkindemmsnston
T2 - MO T s bararerd e e . . 1 - . .

(1963) ¢ FK desionates subjoets who enloped the JDY procsin in Linde-

garten (L9GH) .

e . : v T T . . N ' .
aeplember, 1968, Conveeled Ginto manths.  Meun ap e Lo oll Ssois

st oover 9 yenrs, D monkhes.,
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Neopoer Setaoa?, Poidios Dot onvioeed, and Tigies

Chiltdren Obsopvod i Connilive Slyie

Behavionral, Sessions

Publice Nunher ot Muabhow ol Index Niglser oL Tndow

sehool Subjoects e e Suoanseived In
Lndex B viewed Bohavisnel Seeeions

[

68 9 8
70 6 6 6
090 10 10 oy

175 11 1L 10

fotal,

Schools a
Combineod 36 35% _ 30

a

b

One index Tamily has consented to be interviewed, but this interview has
net been completed:; once complot.d, the N for this school will he 9 and
for schools conbined, 36.

Three childven in Public School 68, two children in Public Sehaol 90, wmd
one c¢hild in Public School 175 weve not obseuwved in the hehavioral ses-
sions hecause thoey translerred out of the scheol district during tho
1968-1969 academic ycar. The tolal N obsceved in the behavioral sossions
was therelorve 30,0 06 Lhe six 8s net scen, there was an cguitd number ol
males and Lennles.  Two ol these Ss werco, in torms ol "FHllor™ status,
Is, and Tour wews Frg o (see wuble L For oplanation of thoese tooms) .

Mean age coleulatoed for the N ool 30 is 111.97 wonths, bavely dillFewing
from the mean wre veported in Tuble 1 Lor the 306 Ss, 111,69 months.
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Scores (Bprdng 1005-~Spring 1968)

N Mamn Mo 5.0 (5

Hioh Goivcus R R 7303 7.849
Ol
Loy Guiners L 71..50 8.08

Vieopy Hioh Goinoes L4 711,00

o)
(@)
l“:

.
e
cC

Vory Low Goiners 9 72.56 8.85

Mote.-- High and low gainers are defined by Lop and boltbom H0%

[\

26% and bottom 23% of the sample. 1%he initial pool had
N of 36 ( sre Table 1) . The experimental sample on wlhiich

Table 3 is based,however, had an N of 35, beecause of tho

of Stunford-Binel posttest data for one S.

o N » v
“Converted into meonths.

Q ' 2()4
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(Spring 1OGhH-- Spuing 10040

Hich Coiners 1 1122 2009

Low Giiiners 14 111,07 3.09

Very Hich Gainevs 1L S AP 2.50

Very Tow Guinces 9 LL1.78 3.35

il

Note.-- See Noteo, bottom of Table 3.

& Converted into months.
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(Speiar 1900~ -Speing LO08)

Hivh Guiinier:s 12 0.7
.03 n, &
Low Cuirnens . 11 75.00 ' {H.9L
Very Hioh Cuinens g 706.00 8.77
2l n.s.

Very Iow Guinans G 70.78 5.6L°

Note.-~High gainers ave defined by the top 39% of the sumple and Low
gainers by the bottom 38% of the sawmple. Very hich gaincewes
are defined by the Ltop 27% of the swiplo, and very low guinees
by the bottom 29% of the sample. The indtial swwple had an N
of 36. Since § Ss had te be coliminated bovause ol lack
of nostrest Gules-MacGinitic dota Lfor them, high and Low stotus
wits determined on The basis of €8 Ss.

a
Converted into months.
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Jeteownivied by Gotes-Maefinillico Vocabolioy Chanoo Sooros

(Spednes 1960--5peing 1065)

.
N Ploan £ A SIS £ ¥
High Guiners 12 11125 3.82

Low Guincrs 1L 112,01 R

Very Hish Gainees 9 J11.56 o 3.78

( ‘ . . .75 .,
Very Low Gadnors -

&}
b
™J
(o
~I
=

Note.-- See Note, bottom of Table 5.

LLConvc:'r?'l':ed. into months .,
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\ .
il
>

Ohsoenver B . 2 3 _ gt 5 6
(Goodt) (Poam)

1

J
\
1
|
(Go (n )
2 2 1 I
: ' L s | 2 . ,
( . .
. L Ex 5 2 L
5 1 1 | 1 o
- 5 : 1
(Poor) : . .
Total ‘ 34 :
Note.-- Inch obscrever made an overall ralting of cognitive and communicotional stiyice

NG

tn

()

|85}

(sce Chupter 2) on the basis of a 6-point scale with anchor peints of
(1) Cood, and (6) Poor. Total N on which this table is based is 36
ol which 30 weroe exponimental subjects and 6 were addilional. S8 npan-
domly assizned to the sessions (sce text for explanation). Two Ss
were eliminated because they feoll inte a Ycun’®t wpote” classilication;
there wis 1 such S For each obsevver.
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230 50 . Toad

SO0 36 ol

289 32 PO
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R 52 aaad

Low Gainors
374 R Ty
L
ez : 24 Lonw
38 24 zood

78 22 . eoad
70 22 : good
12 21 poor Very

_ -Low
21 20 poor Gainers

399 20 g0od

L7 20 pooy

8. 16 ' caod

This table is bosed on an N ol 18 3s. The initial pool of S5 col

ciasea, bulb 6 chdldeon had woved out ol the scheol distreict  bobowve the be-

havioroal scosions worve . One oddd Bilonal S wos eldmdnnbod how

was no aviti boble Binct posttest dota.  Lour ol the Ss were deliboeratoly

climiqabtod bocause They Fell hoetween ostablishoed cal-old points,

wenre nnd o reoarded s hioh o Tow aiiners on tho basis ol o priori consid-
wowere eliminated boemeae ol vaton-dis

erabionsy and 7 additionel ¢

v

TGoed" volers Lo widtings of 4, 2, or 3 oand Mpoor™ to ecabinos ol !

2
on the overatl scaloe.
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Frcopene, oo Do Piede s Lo fhvinors flppee SO0t iy 1oabhd
Ve Hioh caed fowe Goofy o (hipor 270 oosd Towes POWY e dedlined Dy .
Coviros =Poaefin T be Do repiinoys Segrer Csferinged i
arsd Coodiive Yy le sl inl«v;'.!'
Sty ey G bos D ineorepnnay Boeonn Corouidiive
Codo o, Chbooadined Wi e Shvile Kol
ety Gagioes
399 19 waend
o 18 pont
581 _ L7 ' uood
250 ' JH oo
210 1a " poan Veny
Hiwh
378 13 o uad ETaNA PSS
221 12 | poor
3711 1.0 : coud
346 8 _ | - Poor
Low Gainers
u7¢ 2 good

470 . -1 zood
29N -1 . ' Poor

297 , -2 _ pPoor Veary
. ]:IC) W
284 U poomr Gainers

225 -6 good

AThis table dis based on an N of L5 Ss. The dndtial pool of Ss conlained 3o
cases.  Six Ss owere nolt secon in the behavigeal sessions, howevewr, hoeoaoso
Tthey had maved oul ol the schoal disteict duving the year. S odditional
Ss loeked. postlest  duta Lo the Gotes, and therelove had Lo bo elindunted,
an additional 3 8s were doliberaboely exceluded hecacse they LFell bholwe oo
aslablishod cul-of pointys, that is, were nol vesavded as Juigh op Low i
gainers on bhe basis ol o priovi considerations; and 6 Ss were climindiod ‘

hoecanue ol vator-disnoveemonts. ' '

"Good" relors Lo varinegs ol 1,2, or 3 aud "poor'™ o ratives ol 0, L, cnd 0
, on he overall scalo.
<
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Lasod on the Bohaviorad Soaaions

Cornitive Hiyle Mean Freatad . Peodandh B -
Duesianalian N e (Montles) o0 I oA sl

Good® . 1 27 .90 9.53

537 n.s. - 06
Poor ) 2967 1040
Good, » 7 28 .13 10,50
' A L&, -0

Poor 5 29.80 130y

Note.-~See Tuble 10 for emlanution of the Ns involved.

o

For sample of top and bolttem W% of Ss defined by Binet change scores.

bpap sample of top 230 and bolttom 206X of H5s delfined by Binet change scores.
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Theo Lot ioen dp Bete ey Cobor-0eGiodd o Do ponnnas Bonmg ne

Counibive Seedo Batines hasod o e Bebioviorn b Bessinns

Counitiave Sivic rlonn Ginboee Poind B
Dosioaniion N Discrepaney S 4 i) Sopdad 1

(Standand) Seorea

Gopadd 8. 50 9.09

-~
e

NS N.G. L3
Poor 7 G.2Y 8.62

Gond” 7 IE 0110
006 n.s. .19

Poor 6 6.00 9.40

Note.-- See Table L1 Lor aplanation of the Ns involved.

Clom . S o - o "o . S 3 e g R T . -
“For sample of top 39% and bottom 38% of Ss asg dofined by Galtes chunge szowes,

bEap sample of Top 27% und bottom 29% of Ss as delined by Gates change scoves.
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Appendix B

Interview Scliedules, Forin I and Torm II; Coding Schemes
for Each Interview and Frequennies Obtained

for Each Coded Part ("Marginals™)

The next pages present both forms of the interview and the raw data
(frequencies) obtained from the actual sessions. It can be seen from
.thése pages that some minor modifications of items as well as new items
were introduced into Form II (seé Chapter 5 For explanations as to th
these changes were made). Form I interview was pilot-tested and admin-
istered as part of the 1968-1969 phase of_fhe study, and Form II was
piiot—tested and édministered in the 1969-1970 phése of the study (con-
tinuation). Elaborate coding schemes were developed in the first year's
work, which later were modified, eliminated; or retained in the light of
the aetual responses ohtained, Not only can coding changes from
one year to the next be seen from this Appendix, but also differences
between the years with regard to actual empirical findings. Note, N for
Form I was 36, and N for Form II was 30.

It can be seen from Item I that its pérts cover much core data. Not

included are the ratings that form an intrinsic aspect of this study.

These are described elsewhere in this report.
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